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Federal Election Commission

Office of Complaints Examination and Legal Admmlstratlon
Attn: Frankie Hampton, Paralegal

999 E Street, NW

“Washingtoen, DC 20436

Dear Ms, Hampton:

On July 7, 2014, DeFazio for Congress received from the Federal Election
Commission (FEC) a letter conveying a complaint filed with FEC by Art Rabinson,
who is Peter DeFazio’s major party opponent in the 2014 general election (and was
such also in the 2010 and 2012 general elections). The attached Response of
Defazio for Congress to Complaint of Art Robinson answers the allegations.

The allegations about the billboard disclaimers appear to be the only
allegations of violation of féederal elections law and/or FEC rules in the Complaint.
The facts about the billboard disclaimers were addressed in a sworn declaration of
Peter DeFazio, dated November 5, 2012, and filed in Robinson v. Defazio,
Josephine County [Oregon]) Circuit Court Case No. 12CV1144. The declaration is
an attachment to the Response filed today. Peter DeFazio prevailed in that case,
as Art Robinson’s complaint there was dismissed.

The Complaint also contains numerous other allegations by Art Robinson
against Peter DeFazio and DeFazio for Congress, none of which constitute a
violation of federal election laws or FEC rules. Most of those allegations have been
refuted in the sworn declaration of Peter DeFazio referenced above, but some of
them are new and are addressed in the Response.

Also enclosed is a signed Statement of Designation of Counsel for DeFazio for
Congress, designating undersigned counsel, Daniel Meek, as its counsel in this
matter.
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RESPONSE OF DEFAZIO FOR CONGRESS
TO COMPLAINT OF ART ROBINSON

MUR 6846
July 18, 2014

On July 7, 2014, DeFazio for Congress received from the Federal Election
Commission (FEC) a letter conveying a complaint filed with FEC by Art Robinson,

‘who is Peter DeFazio’s major party opponent in the 2014 general election (and was

such also in the 2010 and 2012 general elections), and his son, No.ah.l

The cover declaration of Noah Robinson contains no allegations of any fact that
would constitute a violation of federal elections laws or FEC rules. It does contain a
series of false statements alleging that Peter DeFazio "has in the past - through the
Democrat Party - filed at least two FEC complaints with multiple claims agains [sic]
us." In fact, Peter DeFazio has filed zero complaints against Art Robinson or his
campaigns. A search of the FEC "Enforcement Query System" database shows a total
of 2 complaints, both filed in 2010, against Art Robinson, "Art Robinson for
Congress," and others. Neither of them was filed by Peter DeFazio or DeFazio for
Congress. Noah Robinson also alleges, without evidence, that "DeFazio has caused
false complaints to. be filed against us with the Secretary of State of Oregon" but fails
even to identify those alleged complaints.

Nodh Robinson also incorrectly describes the outcome of Robinson v. Defazio,
Josephine County [Oregon] Circuit Court Case No. 12CV1144, a lawsuit filed by Art
Robinson in October 2012 against Peter DeFazio (in his personal capacity), seeking an
award of damages in excess of $2 million. The Circuit Court dismissed the case,
because Robinson’s claims about billboard disclaimers were preempted by federal law
and because Robinson’s numerous other claims could not withstand Oregon’s anti-

1. It is not entirely clear whether the complaint was filed by ‘Art Robinson or by his
son, Noah Robinson. The document we received,; stamped MUR #6846, is a
cover declaration by Noah Robinson accompanied by a document, dated May 30,
2014, by Art Robinson entitled "Complaint Against Peter DeFazio for failure to
properly identify campaign materials with required disclaimers.” We refer to it as
the "Robinson Complaint."
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SLAPP procedure, which requires a plaintiff to show some chance of prevailing on the
merits.? A true copy of the Circuit Court’s letter opinion is attached to this response.

The "Complaint Against Peter DeFazio by Art Robinson” [hereinafter "Robinson
Complaint"] also contains many false accusations against Peter DeFazio and DeFazio
for Congress. This response addresses primarily the allegations regarding the
disclaimers on the DeFazio for Congress billboards displayed during the 2010 and .
2012 campaigns for U.S. Representative for the Fourth District of Oregon, as only
those allegations, if true, could theoretically constitute a violation of federal election
laws or FEC rules.

The Websitc WhoisArtRobinson.com
The Robinson Complaint (pp. 3-4) complains that DeFazio presented a "web site

that viewers were led to believe was Robinson’s, but where Robinson was falsely
portrayed.” The Robinson Complaint contains no proof and not even any allegations

.of any specific false or misleading statement on the website. Nor does it allege any

resulting violation of any federal election law or FEC rule.

The attached Declaration of Peter DeFazio in Support of Special Motions
(November 5, 2012), filed in Robinson v. Defazio, Josephine County {Oregon] Circuit
Court Case No. 12CV1144 [hereinafter "DeFazio Declaration"], shows:

1.  The website prorriinently featured the name and photograph of Peter
DeFazio and could not reasonably have led viewers to believe that the
website belonged to Robinson.

2. The website prominently displayed a "Paid for by Peter DeFazio for
Congress" disclaimer.

See DeFazio Declaration, § 10 & Exhibit W,

2. SLAPP is an acronym for "Strategic Litigation Against Public Participation," a
term coined in an influential law review article. Canan & Pring, Studying
Strategic Lawsuits Against Public Participation: Mixing Quantitative and
Qualitative Approaches, 22 LAW & SOC’Y REV 385 (1988).

3. The attached DeFazio Declaration includes its Exhibits A-X. Its Exhibit Y
consists of 3 large media files that are described by the DeFazio Declaration, Y
17, 18, 22. Those files are available upon request.
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The Robinson Complaint then refers to alleged "polls taken by Robinson in
2012." When these alleged polls were referenced by Robinson in Robinson v.
DeFazio, Robinson failed to produce them. Nor, even if they existed, do they show
any violation of any law or rule.

The Internet Cartoon Videos

The Robinson Complaint (pp. 3-4) claims that "DeFazio produced cartoon videos
of the Intemet with purported direct quotes from Robinson that were entirely fabricated
by DeFazio -- statements Robirison has never made and would never make."

In fact, there was one cartoon video, and all of the statements in it were either
verbatim quotations from Robinson or very accurate paraphrases thereéof. See DeFazio
Declaration, 9§ 24-25 & Exhibit W.*

The Robinson Complaint contains neither proof nor even allegation of any
specific false or misleading statement in the cartoon videos, nor any violation of
federal election laws or FEC rules.

Content of the Billboards

The Robinson Complaint (p. 4) alleges that billboards displayed by DeFazio for
Congress falsely attributed one statement to Robinson, that he said that "Energy
company CEQ’s shouldn’t pay taxes." The truth of that (and of all other statements
displayed on the DeFazio for Congress billboards) is shown by the DeFazio
Declaration, 4§ 9-19. The Robinson Complaint fails to prove any falsehood or to
prove or even allege any violation of federal election laws or FEC rules.

In Robinson’s Newéletter, Access to Energy, Vol 34, No. 4, November 2006,
under the major headline "Energy and Freedom," Robinson wrote:

Every tax, regulation, law or other impediment that currently inhibits
energy-producing industry should immediately be abolished and no new
such tax, law or regulation should be created until the total flow of useful
energy across the borders of the United States is outward. * * *

4. The DeFazio Declaration, § 24, states that the cartoon "Mr. Robinson’s
Neighborhood" is available at a website address. The correct website address for
it is http://www.defazioforcongress.org/2012/08/15/video-mr-robinsons-
neighborhood. '
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Simultaneously, and for the same period of time, all local, state and federal
taxes should be waived for all persons employed in the energy industries
and these industries should operate with no government oversight whatever.

DeFazio Declaration, § 11 & Exhibit B. It was entirely accurate to state that Robinson
advocated that "Energy company CEOs shouldn’t pay taxes." An energy company
CEO is certainly a person "emiployed in the energy industries," and Robinson
specifically wrote that "all local, state and federal taxes should be waived for all
persons employed in the energy industries."

As for the allegation that DeFazio intended voters to believe that the billboards
had been erected by the Art Robinson campaign, the Robinson Complaint identifies no
potential violation of federal law or FEC rule. Nor does it offer any evidence or even
any rationale for DeFazio to have desired that outcome.

Further, Robinson’s theory that the DeFazio campaign wanted voters to think that
Robinson erected those billboards ("Art Robinson is even advertising crazy ideas
himself," Complaint, p. 9) lacks any factual or logical basis. Robinson fails to offer
the testimony of even one person who. came to that conclusion. There is no evidence
that any person, reasonable or not, decided to vote against him or held him in
contempt as a doltish campaign strategist for that reason.

There would need to be some person who approved of Robinson’s views (but
"knew" a majority of voters would find these views unpalatable) and then concluded
the candidate was a fool for proclaiming his actual views to voters in the District by
means of the billboards. This disgruntled supporter would have to be sophisticated
enough to analyze voter sentiment about Robinson’s views and know that most voters
would disagree with those views, while also being gullible enough to leap to the
conclusion that Robinson was the sponsor of the billboards just because his picture and
name were prominent on them.

Robinson contends that viewers of the billboards would conclude that Robinson
himself (1) placed the billboards and (2) thereby committed a strategic error in his
campaign (by presenting his actual, unpopular, views to the voters). s there really
someone who entertained the following train of thought?

1. I respected Art Robinson for his actual views and thought him a
gifted campaign strategist; .

2. I saw billboards with Robinson’s actual views (such as "Public
schools should be abolished");
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3. 1 realized the billboards stated views that most voters in the
District would find unappealing;

4. [ concluded the billboards thus harmed the candidacy of Art
Robinson;

5: 1 concluded that the billboards were erected by Art Robinson,
only because 1 saw only one of the three billboards that
temporarily did not have the "Paid for by Peter DeFazio for
Congress" disclaimer and did not see one of the similar or
identical billboards with the disclaimer; and

6. I was so struck by the notion that Art Robinson committed a
strategic error by erecting billboards stating his own unpopular
views on issues that I concluded that Art Robinson. is a
"pathological nut job."

Where is this person who could hold all of the above beliefs? Maintaining the
above beliefs would require the person to be simultaneously a political sophisticate and
a political novice. Beliefs #3 and #4. above require a political sophisticate; one who
has analyzed the views of most voters in the District. But Belief #5 requires a. political
novice, who believes that Art Robinson erected the billboards damaging to his own
candidacy. The belief after #5 depends upon #5.

How could a person sophisticated enough to draw conclusions #3 and #4 then
suddenly become so naive as to draw conclusion #5? Robinson has not produced the
declaration of even one person who claims to have (1) agreed with Art Robinson on
the issues, (2) thought that the billboards were placed by Robinson, and (3) therefore
voted against Robinson or held him in low esteem for making a blunder in political
strategy. '

The Billboard Disclaimers

The Robinson Complaint (p. 5) claims that "DeFazio put up billboards with
deliberately unreadable disclaimers." The Robinson Complaint then. refers to alleged
photographs of the billboards. The photographs are of poor quality and do not even
legibly show the large primary text of some of the billboards. On each of the first four
photos, the disclaimer "PAID FOR BY PETER DEFAZIO FOR CONGRESS" appears
in the lower left corner.
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The artwork for those billboards is included as Exhibits A, D, E, F, and G to the
DeFazio Declaration. The disclaimers fully complied with all laws and rules pertaining
to color, size, and readability. The applicable rule states:

11 CFR § 110.11 - Communications; advertising; disclaimers (2 § USC 441d).
(c) Disclaimer Specifications--

(1) Specifications for all disclaimers. A disclaimer required by paragraph (a)
of this section must be presented in a clear and conspicuous manner, to give
the reader, observer, or listener adequate notice of the identity of the person

or political committee that paid for and, where required, that authorized the

communication. A disclaimer is not clear and conspicuous if it is difficult to
read or hear, or if the placement is easily overlooked.

(2) Specific requirements for printed communications. In addition to the
general requirement of paragraphs (b) and (c)(1) of this section, a disclaimer
required by paragraph (a) of this section that appears on any printed public
communication must comply with all of the following:

(i) The disclaimer must be of sufficient type size to be clearly readable
by the recipient of the communication. A disclaimer in twelve
(12)-point type size satisfies the size requirement of this paragraph
(c)(2)(i) when it is used for signs, posters, flyers, newspapers,
.magazines, or other printed material that measure no more than
twenty-four (24) inches by thirty-six (36) inches.

(ii) The disclaimer must be contained in a printed box set apart from
the other contents of the communication.

(iii) The disclaimer must be printed with a reasonable degree of color
contrast between the background and the printed statement. A
disclaimer satisfies the color contrast requirement of this paragraph
(c)(2)(iii) if it is printed in black text on a white background or if the
degree of color contrast between the background and the text of the
disclaimer is no less than the color contrast between the background
and the largest text used in the communication.The Commission may
take notice of the facts that in typography, type size is measured in
"points," which are the unit of measurement for the height the
characters (from top of the highest ascending stroke to the bottom of
the descending stroke). In the United States, a point is 1/72 of an inch.
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(Traditionally, the point size does not include what is termed "leading,"
which is the space between lines.)

A. Black on White Printing Satisfied the Contrast Requircment.

The black on white printing of the disclaimers on the DeFazio billboards
"satisfies the color contrast requirement of this paragraph (c)(2)(iii) if it is printed in
black text on a white background." 11 CFR 110.11(c)(2)(iii).

B. The Type Size was Far Larger than Readable.

The Commission may take notice of the facts that in typography, type size is
measured in "points," which are the unit of measurement related to the height the
characters (from top of the highest ascending stroke of capital letters to the bottom of
the descending stroke). In the United States, a point is 1/72 of an inch, so 12-point
type would be 1/6 of an inch high. Thus, the rule deems readable a disclaimer with
letters 1/6 of an inch high on a poster of up to 24 inches by 36 inches in size.
Assuming that the vertical dimension is the smaller, 24-inch size, that means that the
disclaimer itself must occupy 1/144 of the poster’s vertical size (0.7%).

Measurement of Exhibits A, D, E, F, and G accompanying the DeFazio
Declaration indicate that the disclaimers occupy about 6% of the vertical space of the
billboards, which is more than 8-fold larger than the equivalent of 12-point type.

It is apparent that the DeFazio billboard disclaimers use much more than 1/144 of
the vertical dimension of the billboards. The billboards in question varied somewhat in
size. The Sutherlin and Albany billboards were 49’ x 13°. The Roseburg billboard
was 49’ x 15°. The Coos Bay billboard was 31’ x 11°. Assuming the largest size, the
disclaimer type would need to be 1/144 of 13° (or 156 inches), which is equal to 1.083
inch. The height of the disclaimers on the DeFazio billboards was at least 10 inches,
more than 9 times larger.

C. The Temporary Absence of Disclaimers on 3 Billboards was Quickly
Remedied.

As for the temporary absence of the disclaimer on 3 billboards, the DeFazio
Declaration documented that its absence on the Sutherlin billboard was caused by CBS
Outdoor Media, which erred in failing to include the disclaimer. When DeFazio for
Congress learned of the omission on October 21, 2012, CBS Outdoor acknowledged its
error and immediately printed the disclaimer statement and affixed it to the billboard.
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The disclaimer was also immediately added to the 2 electronic billboards near
Corvallis on October 22, 2012, where its absence had been caused by a campaign
design vendor, Bell and Funk. See DeFazio Declaration § 26-28 & Exhibits F; G, N,
and O.

Thus, any violation of disclaimer requirements was inadvertent and, when
discovered, was promptly remedied.
The 2012 Congressional Voter Guide distributed by DeFazio for Congress

The Robinson Complaint (pp. 9-10) complains that "2012 Congressional Voter
Guide" distributed by DeFazio for Congress DeFazio was "designed to look like it was

an independent (almost government official) voter’s guide" and that it contained

"deliberate misrepresentations of Art Robinson’s positions."

The Robinson Complaint here alleges no violation of federal election laws or
FEC rules and even admits that the Voter Guide does not violate FEC rules. The
Robinson Complaint does not even identify, much less prove, any deliberate or non-
deliberate misrepresentation of any position of Art Robinson. The Robinson Complaint
again refers to the alleged poll that Robinson never produced in Robinson v. DeFazio.
1t then complains that the photo of Art Robinson in the Voter Guide was unflattering,
citing no law or rule that requires a campaign to publish only flattering photos of an
opposing candidate.

Alleged Use of DeFazio Canipaign Organization for Personal Purpbs'es and
Contributions to DeFazio’s Campaign through his Lawyers

The Robinson Complaint (pp. 12-14) also incorrectly describes the outcome of
Robinson v. Defazio, Josephine County [Oregon] Circuit Court Case No. 12CV1144,
the lawsuit filed by Art Robinson in October 2012 against Peter DeFazio (in his
personal capacity), seeking an award of damages in excess of $2 million. As noted
above, the Circuit Court dismissed the case, because Robinson’s claims about billboard
disclaimers were preempted by federal law and because Robinson’s numerous other
claims could not withstand Oregon'’s anti-SLAPP procedure, which requires a plaintiff
to show some chance of prevailing on the merits. The Circuit Court did not
"recommend[] an FEC complaint be filed," as Robinson claims.

The Robinson Complaint furnishes the Attorney Retainer Agreement between

Peter DeFazio and attorneys Daniel Meek and Linda Williams and makes the
absolutely false statement that it was "a contract between *Peter DeFazio for Congress’

Page 8 DEFAZIO RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT OF ART ROBINSON
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and these attorneys. The Attorney Retainer Agreement clearly specifies that the parties
are the Client "Peter DeFazio" and the Attorneys (Daniel Meek and Linda Williams).
Robinson’s assertion regarding representation of the DeFazio for Congress committee
is utterly false. It also has no consequence in this matter.

Robinson then alleges that, solely because that agreement specified the address of
the DeFazio for Congress campaign as the address for the parties to use for contact
among themselves, attorneys Meek and Williams must have been contracting to
represent DeFazio for Congress instead of Peter DeFazio, the individual. Whatever
contact information a person chooses for delivery of mail has no relationship to who is
bound by one’s own signature on a contract. DeFazio for Congress was not a named
party in Robinson’s lawsuit. The claim that Peter DeFazio signed the Retainer on
behalf of an entity which did not need representation and was not a party to the
Retainer (or the lawsuit to which it refers) is ridiculous on its face. As the Robinson
Complaint itself notes, the lawsuit was filed against Peter DeFazio, the individual.

The Robinson Complaint (p. 13) then claims that "these attorneys demanded that
'DeFazio for Congress’ be added to the lawsuit as a defendant." This false statement
reflects a lack of comprehension of the judicial process. Among the defenses
presented by the attorneys to Robinson’s lawsuit against Peter DeFazio, the individual,
was that Robinson had sued the wrong person. Specifically:

Plaintiff {[Robinson] has not alleged, nor can he offer substantial
evidence under these pleadings, that Peter Defazio has injured him. All of
the complained-of acts were conduct undertaken by the Defazio for
Congress Committee. In Oregon a plaintiff must plead facts to support a
claim. ORCP 18. There are no facts alleging any actions by the individual,
Peter DeFazio, giving rise to tort liability. See, for example, Fearing v.
Bucher, 328 Or 367, 373 (1999), setting out theory of liability based on
respondeat superior. Thus, Plaintiff cannot show a probability of
succeeding on any claim against this Defendant, so the Special Motion
against all claims should be granted on that basis. Vogel v. Felice, supra,
127 CalApp4th 1006 at 1019.

Memorandum in Support of Defendant DeFazio’s Special Motions to Dismiss
(November 7, 2012), Josephine County Circuit Court No. 12CV1144. By showing that
Robinson had sued the wrong person, Peter DeFazio did not demand that any person or
entity be added as a defendant in Robinson’s lawsuit. Nor did his attorneys. Nor were
they "asserting a claim against 'DeFazio for Congress,’ as the Robinson Complaint (p.
14) asserts. '
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Robinson then filed an Amended Complaint on November 29, 2012, that included
DeFazio for Congress as a defendant. But he never served that complaint upon
DeFazio for Congress, and the Circuit Court in Robinson v. DeFazio dismissed it. So
DeFazio for Congress was never a party in Robinson v. DeFazio.’

The Robinson Complaint (pp. 13-14) then offers an incomprehensible theory that
somchow Peter DeFazio hired attorneys Meek and Williams to work against DeFazio
for Congress. That theory is baseless, as DeFazio for Congress had no liability in
Robinson v. DeFazio and, as shown above, was ncver even a party in the case. And
the case was litigated as if Peter DeFazio himself had full responsibility for all of the
transgressions alleged by Robinson. The Circuit Court simply rejected all of
Robinson’s claims, and Robinson did not appeal the decision on the merits. He did
later file a cross-appeal to the award of attorney fees against him, and that cross-appeal
remands pending at the Oregon Court of Appeals.

The Robinson Complaint also tries to find some offense in the fact that Daniel
Meek and Linda Williams are active in the Independent Party of Oregon. Whatever
that offense may be is a mystery.

The Robinson Complaint (p. 13) then offers further incomprehensible alleged
facts, contending that some "line in the contract had been left blank." We do not know
what contract Robinson is referring to; perhaps he means the Attorney Retainer
Agreement, but we see no blank lines there.

As the Robinson Complaint also notes, the attorneys agreed to accept
compensation in the form of awards of attorney fees by the courts, upon providing to
the client a successful defense. Attorneys agreed to receive compensation under the
double contingencies of ultimate success and acceptance of court-awarded attorney
fees. The Attorney Retainer Agreement is a contingency fee agreement. It is neither a
pro bono agreement nor some kind of voluntary undertaking by partisan zealots. It is
a form of retainer routinely used by Williams. See the attached Second Declaration of
Linda K. Williams in Support of Statement of Attorney Fees and Costs (July 10,

S.  On December 27, 2012, the Circuit Court issued a Notice/Judgment of Dismissal
(Lack of Prosecution), requiring Robinson to show cause why the case should not
be dismissed as to all defendants (other than Peter DeFazio) for lack of proof of
service of the complaint. Art Robinson on March 25, 2013, filed Plaintiff’s Ex
Parte Motion for Entry of Limited Judgment, in which he asked the Circuit Court
to dismiss all of his claims against DeFazio for Congress and admitting, "DeFazio
for Congress Committee and John Does 1 and 3 have not been served with
summons or complaint."”
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2013), § 7 & Exhibit FF. The Circuit Court in this case did award attorney fees to the
attorneys, to be paid by Robinson.

Ultimately, it appears that Robinson’s contention (p. 14) is that the attorneys

somehow made unlawful excess campaign contributions to DeFazio for Congress

merely by undertaking actions to attack DeFazio for Congress on behalf of Peter
DeFazio. This literally makes no sense. And representing an individual confronted
with a lawsuit demanding from him $2 million, on the same basis that the attorneys
represent any other individuals in similar circumstances, does not constitute a
contribution to a federal candidate. Nor would money or effort devoted to attacking a
candidate’s campaign committee qualify as a contribution to that same candidate.

Alleged False Statements under Penalty of Perjury

The Robinson Complaint (pp. 14-15) complains that Peter DeFazio’s counsel in
Robinson v. DeFazio filed voluminous papers with the Circuit Court. Such filings
were in response to a series of improper affidavits and declarations filed by Art
Robinson in that case.

Robinson’s divergence into discussion of the Independent Party of Oregon. alleges
no offense by Peter DeFazio or by DeFazio for Congress or by anyone else. The false
nature of many of his allegations is established in the attached Second Declaration of
Linda K. Williams in Support of Statement of Attorney Fees and Costs (July 10,
2013), 9 9-19 & Exhibit J1J.

Robinson (p. 15) then claims that Peter DeFazio committed perjury in stating that-
he hired attorneys Meek and Williams after having been served with the complaint in
Robinson v. DeFazio.® FEC has no jurisdiction over such a claim. ‘And, as pointed
out in documents filed in Robinson v. DeFazio, Peter DeFazio retained counsel late on
the day he learned of the Robinson lawsuit against him by means of receiving a press
release from the Robinson campaign which attached that lawsuit’s Complaint.

Robinson (p. 15) then claims that "billing records of Linda Williams show her
working on this case for DeFazio before he was served." Peter DeFazio learned of the
lawsuit (and downloaded a copy of the complaint), and hired counsel to represent him,
days before Robinson bothered to serve the complaint upon DeFazio. Robinson
identifies no offense. '

6. The Robinson Complaint states that the false statement was contained in an
"attached DeFazio affidavit," but the documents forwarded to DeFazio for
Congress by FEC included no such affidavit.
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Alleged Related Information

The Robinson Complaint (pp. 15-16) offers a final hodge-podge of dissatisfactiori.
He repeats his earlier false statement that "DeFazio has instigated at least 2 FEC
complaints against Robinson." Even if DeFazio did so, that does not violate federal
election laws or FEC rules. Robinson repeats his earlier false statement that "DeFazio
has also been behind other harassment complaints filed in Oregon." Again, no
violation of any law or rule is identified.

Robinson then elaborates upon the compiaints that DeFazio did not file.

ATTACHMENTS

"l Letter Opinion (April 25, 2013), Robinson.v. DeFazio et al, Josephine County
Circuit Court No. 12CV1144,

2. Declaration of Peter DeFazio in Support of Special Motions (November 5, 2012),
Robinson v. Defazio, Josephine County Circuit Court No. 12CV1144.

3.  Second Declaration of Linda K. Williams in Support of Statement of Attorney

Fees and Costs (July 10, 2013), Robinson v. Defazio, Josephine County Circuit
Court No. 12CV 1144,

Dated: July 18, 2014 Respectfully Submitted,

ANIEL, W. MEEK
0SB No. 79124
10949 S.W. 4th Avenue
Portland, OR 97219

. 503-293-9021 voice
866-926-9646 fax
dan@meek.net

Attorney for
DeFazio for Congress
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LIND! L. BAKER, Circult Judge
MICHAEL NEWMAN, Circuit Judge

PAT WOLKE, Circult Judge
THOMAS M. HULL, Circult Judge

s RECEIVED
OREGON JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT

April 25, 2013 Josephine County Court APR 25 2013

Davis, Adams, Freudenberg,
Day & Qalli

Mr. Zachary Hostetter - Ms. Linda Williams

Attorney at Law Attorney at Law

203 E. Main Street 10266 S.W. Lancaster Road

PO Box 400 Portland, OR 9719

Enterprise, OR 97828-0400

Mr. Daniel Meek Mr. Richard Adams

Attorney at Law Attorney at Law

10949 S.W. 4™ Avenue 600 N.W. 5'" Street

Portland, OR 97219 Grants Pass, OR 97526

RE: Robinson vs. Defazio et al.; Josephine County Case No. 12Cv1144
Dear Counsel:

Plaintiff Robinson, and defendant DeFazio were both candidates for Congress in the November
2012 general election. Leading up to the voting, Mr. Robinson perceived that Mr. DeFazio was
engaging in misleading and deceptive advertising, which gave him little time to react. As he
alleges in paragraph 21 of his complaint*: “On information and belief, defendant’s posting and
publication of the billboards was timed by defendant close to the election in order to ensure
that plaintiff would not have sufficient time to file and adjudicate the matter with the Federal
Election Commission before voting in the district was commenced.”

Mr. Rabinson filed his initial complaint in the Josephine County Circuit Court on October 22,
2012. Mr. DeFazio was served on October 24, 2012. Mr. Robinson sought to enjoin the
allegedly deceptive advertisements, but that was not possible to address prior to the election
on November 6, 2012. Hence, the balance of Mr. Robinson’s Complaint remains at issue, which
seeks money damages for the common law torts of appropriation and false light.

The parties have referred a great deal of case law to the Court on the threshold issue of pre-
emption. From reading these cases, the Court finds that it is easier to address the issue of pre-
emption, by clearly defining when pre-emption does not apply. Two of those situations are as
follows:

* Plaintiff moved to dismiss all defendants but Mr. DeFazio from this case, which was granted on April 5, 2013. Therefore all
references to “the Complaint” are to the original Complalnt. Attachment 1
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1, Claims Not Directly Related to Electioneering

As pointed out by the defendant, If an appellate court determines that the real basis for
plaintiff's complaint is something other than electioneering, even if that is involved, pre-
emption will often not be found to apply. For example in Stern vs. General Electric Company,
924 F2 472, plaintiff-Stern was a shareholder of General Electric and sued the defendants, the
board of directors of GE, because they had established the: “non-partisan political support
committee for General Electric employees,” and had injected a great deal of corporate funds
into this committee. Stern was not overly concerned about the political activity, and whether
or not it was legal or illegal; but was very concerned about the board of directors wasting the
corporation’s money with such activity.

In Reeder vs. Kansas City Board of Police Commissioners, 733 F2 543, Sgt. Reeder of the Kansas
City Police Department, donated $500 to a candidate for congress; and the board fired him
because such a donation violated their ordinance against police officers making political
contributions. There was no pre-emption because the Court of Appeals saw the main thrust of
the lawsuit as the board’s right to regulate the conduct of the officers, rather than as regulation
of elections.

The theme in Karl Rove vs. Thornburgh et al. 39F3 at 1273 was: “You have to spend money to
make money.” Karl Rove’s company raised $450,000 to elect Richard Thornburgh to the US

" Senate. Mr. Thornburgh and his committee were happy to accept this amount, but were

unable to pay Mr. Rove his fee of $169,732.48. Thornburg argued at page 1280: “...that by
enacting FECA, congress has pre-empted the field, thereby barring the application of state law
to all situations involving the liability of candidates for federal office for the debts of their
principle campaign committee.” The Court disagreed finding this case to be more about bill
collecting than politics.

In Janvey vs. Democratic Senatorial Campaign Committee, 699 F3d 848, Allen Stanford had
magnanimously donated substantial sums to various political candidates and committees of
both parties. It was later discovered that he generated those funds through a Ponzi scheme.
His receiver sought to recover some of the sums by suing under the Texas Uniform Fraudulent
Transfer Act. In rare bipartisan agreement, both Democratic and Republican political
committees joined together to resist that effort. Among other things, they argued that the
receiver’s actions were pre-empted by the federal election law. The Court disagreed, agam
finding that the case was more about money than politics.

In the case, this Court can find no ancillary aspects to this case. It is not about collecting
money, regulating employee conduct, or corporate expenditures. It is simply an action by one
candidate against another for what that candidate believes to be unfair campaign advertising.
It arises out of the election of November 2012, it Is close in time to that election, and directed
solely at one candidate’s conduct towards another at a crucial time before the election.

Attachment 1
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IL. When the Complained-of Activity.is Election Activity; but Not Specifically Addressed
by Federal Election Law

Even If the basls for the complaint is pure electioneering, pre-emption will not necessarily occur
unless there is Federal election law which addresses the alleged wrong. It is well settled that:
“State law is nullified to the extent it actually conflicts with federal law.” Fidelity Federal
Savings and Loan Association vs. DelLaCuesta 458 US141. Defendant asserts that such is the
case in this instance, and has proffered various federal election laws which he contends address
each and every one of plaintiff's allegations.

To some extent, plaintiff acknowledges pre-emption in section 19 of his own complaint, to wit:
“All of the billboards and publications described and shown in paragraphs 8 and 12 through 18
above violate 2U.5.C. 441d and 11CFR 110.11. Three of the billboards falled to display any
disclaimer required by Federal law, and four of the billboards include a disclaimer that is
printed in a size and style that is unreadable by passing motorists.” The Court agrees that
11CFR 110.11 directly addresses the issues of the disclaimers on the billboards.

A second portion of plaintiff's complaint alleges a different aspect of the billboards erected by
defendant prior to the election. Besides the absence, or smallness of the disclaimer on the
billboards, plaintiff first alleges that his likeness on the billboards was appropriated by
defendant; and the billboards were designed by defendant to make it appear to passing
motorists that Mr. Robinson was espousing highly controversial or unpopular stances —a false
light. ‘

In section 11 of his declaration plaintiff says: “The billboards rented and published by them
included a likeness of me with an objective to decelve voters into believing that | was the
person renting and promoting the billboards...” In plaintiff's Response to defendant DeFazio’s
special motions to dismiss, page 9 at line 15 he writes: “Defendant’s 2010 campaign
implemented a very similar strategy to the strategy in 2012; that is to trick voters into believing
that Art Robinson was paying for campaign advertising espousing positions written, and
designed and published by defendant.” in section 5 of his complaint plaintiff alleges: “In
furtherance of that campaign strategy, defendant has developed and implemented a plan and
scheme to falsely depict plaintiff as a candidate who has paid for billboards and other
publications...”

11CFR §110.16 prohibits the following:

“(a) In general. No person who Is a candidate for Federal-office or an employee or agent
of such a candidate shall - )
(1) Fraudulently misrepresent the person or any committee or organization
under the person’s control as speaking or writing or otherwise acting for or
on behalf of any other candidate or political party or employee or agent

Attachment 1
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thereof in-a matter which is damaging to such other candidate or political
party or employee or agent thereof; or

(2) Willfully and knowingly participate in or conspire to participate in any plan,
scheme, or design to violate paragraphs {a)(1) of this section.”

Therefore, the Court believes that all allegations concerning the billboards are covered by this
prohibition and therefore all the allegations in plaintiff’'s complaint, but for sections 10 and 11
are pre-empted by federal law. Plaintiff's complaint is dismissed with respect to those
allegations.

{1, Application of ORS 31.150 et seq.

Neither the allegations in sections 10 or 11 of plaintiff’'s complaint appear to be addressed by
any Federal election law advanced by defendant.

Section 10 of plaintlff’s complaint deals with a DeFazio advertisement quoting the plaintiff
simply saying: “I don’t have definitive proof” with respect to his belief that some of his children
were being discriminated against within the Oregon State University graduate program. The
Court agrees with plaintiff that the plaintiff would have come across as more logical, and less
menacing in defendant’s advertisement had his entire response to the question been included
to wit: “I don’t have definitive proof. Basically | know what happened. | cannot tell you the
motives of the people doing it.” Defendant responds that with or without the additional
language, the voters would receive the same message.

Section 11 of plaintiff’s complaint deals with the Mr. Robinson’s neighborhood cartoon. Unlike
the above described billboards, it is clear that defendant, not Mr. Robinson created this
advertisement. The narrator makes mention of positions that Mr. Robinson has at, one time or
another, endorsed (e.g. ending social security by attrition; and abolishing public schools), but
then attributes an additional statement to Mr. Robinson, that was not actually made by him, to
wit: “Social security was only created because people got tired of seeing senior citizens selling
pencifs on the corner.”

In his interview with the KVAL reporter, set forth on defendant’s exhibit Y, Mr. Robinson
discusses his position on social security. He notes that the precarious financial situation of our
country is threatened by unchecked entitlement programs. He clearly tells the interviewer that
existing contracts with people receiving entitlement payments, such as retirees and veterans,
must continue so 3s not to violate thelr contract; but the programs should not continue in
perpetuity — they should end by attrition. Understandably, Mr. DeFazio, as with many opposing
candidates, has seized on that position and publicized it to alarm certain portions of the voting
audience.

Returning to the provisions of ORS 31.150 et seq., the defendant has met his burden of showing
that the allegations in both section 10 and 11 arise out of defined political conduct set forth in

Attachment 1
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31.150 (2)(c)(d). The.burden shiftsto plaintiff to show that there is-a probabijlity of prevailing
on these claims by presenting substantial evidenceto support a prima facie case.

The Court believes that this omission, and misstatement, would be much more offensive and
actionable, had they not oceurred within a political campalign. Both Mr. Robinson and Mr.
DeFazio are public figures as defined in New York Times vs. Sullivan, 376 US 254. Neither the
omission, or the misstatement, are so inconsistent with Mr. Robinson’s political positions or
beliefs that he is likely to recover any economic damages as he alleges in paragraph 26 and 30
of his complaint, For those reasons, the Court does not believe that plaintiff would. probably
prevail on ejther of these claims. Therefore, defendant’s motion to dismiss those claims set
forth in section 10 and 11 of plaintiff s complaint pursuant to ORS 31.150(3} is granted Ms.
Wllltams should draw up judgment consistent with this opinion. -

Very truly yours,

olke

- Ci}cuit Court Judge

PW:ah

Attachment 1
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE STATE OF OREGON

COUNTY OF JOSEPHINE
ART ROBINSON, Case No. 12CVil44
Plaintiff,
DECLARATION OF PETER
v. DEFAZIO IN SUPPORT OF SPECIAL
MOTIONS
PETER DEFAZIO, JOHN
DOES, 1, 2, and 3,
Defendants.
I, PETER DEFAZIO, declare:

I make these statements from my own personal knowledge and observations.
I am the same Peter DeFazio who is a defendant in the above-captioned suit.

I am the incumbent member of Congress, 4th District of Oregon. I was first
elected to Congress in 1986, and have served since my term commencing January
1987. '

Plaintiff Art Robinson was a candidate for the House of Representatives against
me in 2010. Plaintiff is my major party opponent and candidate for this same seat
in the 2012 elections cycle.

After being served with the summons and complaint, I noticed that the complaint
complained of -acts undertaken by DeFazio for Congress, a federal election
campaign committee.

I requésted that staff of DeFazio for Congress review the files and records it
maintains of public statements made by Plaintiff. As part of that review, staff
reviewed issues of Plaintiff’s for-profit Newsletter, Access to Energy, and his
book, COMMON SENSE, listed to recordings of his public speeches or viewed
video of such speeches, read or listened to media interviews, and reviewed other
forms of electioneering and promotion of Plaintiff’s candidacy and views, such as
internet commentary and widely-distributed "blast" emails from him or made on
his behalf,

Page 1 DECLARATION OF PETER DEFAZIO
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7. I have reviewed the documents and electronic materials compiled and directed
that true copies be made, attached hereto as exhibits (with the exception that in
some cases, I requested that the names of persons appearing in email chains be
redacted to preserve the privacy of persons not staff of DeFazio for Congress).

8.  As part of the contested political campaign for the 4th Congressional District of
Oregon seat in 2010, the DeFazio for Congress Committee rented three billboards
along Interstate 5, one each near Creswell, Sutherlin, and Roseburg, Oregon.

9. Among those 2010 billboards was the one in Roseburg, Oregon, complained of in
1 8 of Plaintiff’s Complaint, which displayed the words "Energy company CEQO’s
shouldn’t pay taxes" and words attributing the statement to Plaintiff’s newsletter,
Access to Energy. A color copy of that billboard is Ex. A to this declaration.

10. The billboards referenced above also displayed a website address,
"WholsArtRobinson.com." That website prominently displays me, identified as
"Congressman DeFazio," and further identifies that the site is paid for by DeFazio
for Congress. A print-out of the website appearance and display is attached at
Ex. W to this declaration. '

11. In the November 2006 edition of his newsletter Access to Energy, Plaintiff
Robinson stated he believed that energy companies and their employees should be
exempt from paying all taxes.

Every tax, regulation, law or other impediment that currently
inhibits any energy-producing industry should immediately be
abolished and no new such tax, law, or regulation should be
created until the total flow of useful energy across the borders of
the United States is strongly outward...Simultaneously, and for
the same period of time, all local, state, and federal taxes should
be waived for all persons employed in the energy industries, and
these industries should operate with no government oversight
whatsoever.

A true copy of an excerpt from that issue of Access to Energy is attached hereto
as Ex. B.

12. The photo of Plaintiff used the billboard was taken from footage recorded at a
public campaign event held by the Art Robinson campaign in Philomath, Oregon,
on August 25, 2010. The video was filmed by an employee of DeFazio for
Congress. A still from that video is attached as Ex. C.

Page 2 DECLARATION OF PETER DEFAZIO
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13. So far in 2012 the DeFazio for Congress has rented 7 billboard signs along
Interstate 5 and other major highways. The signs are located outside the Oregon
cities of Albany, Coos Bay, Corvallis, Roseburg, and Sutherlin, and to the best of
my information and belief were placed sometime in September of this year.

14. 1 include digital reproductions of the billboards as exhibits to this declaration.

a. The Coos Bay and Roseburg billboards show the message, inter alia,
"Public schools should be abolished." Ex. D.

b. The Albany, Roseburg, and Sutherlin billboards include the message, "Social
_Security should be ended through attrition.” Ex. E.

c. One Corvallis billboard includes the message "End Federal Student
Financial Aid Programs." Ex. F.

d.  Another Corvallis billboard contains the inessage, "OSU is a liberal socialist
stronghold." Ex. G.

15. The billboards includes brief attribution for the statement thereon, and all
prominently display the website address, WholsArtRobinson.com.. As noted, that
website still prominently displays me correctly identified, and identifies that the
site is paid for by DeFazio for Congress. See Ex. W.

16. Each of the above-referenced messages about Plaintiff’s positions are either (1)
direct quotes by Plaintiff or (2) opinions about Plaintiff’s specific policy positions
based on his public statements. The photo used for these billboards was a picture
cut from video taken by DeFazio for Congress staff at the Lane County Fair in
August 2012,

17. As for the words, "Public schools should be .abolished" [Ex. E] complained
about in 97 13 and 16 of Plaintiff’s Complaint, my review of Plaintiff’s
newsletter writings and speeches shows Art Robinson has stated many times
that public schools should be abolished.

a. In March 2009, Art Robinson gave a speech to the International Conference
on Climate Change. During a question and answer portion, Robinson and
another speaker were asked what we should do to fix our public schools. I
have listened to audio of the presentation. It is copied to the CD-ROM disk
provided as Ex. Y, hereto, filename, public_schools_abolish.wmv. Plaintiff
stated:

Page 3 DECLARATION OF PETER DEFAZIO
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Several years ago I had the opportunity to speak to the
Republican legislators of Maine about the subject of global
warming. * * * And some. guy, I don’t know why, he says,
"What do you thirik about the public schools?" And then I was
dead. And my credibility was going to be gone and I looked at
him and I said "I think the public schools should bé abolished.”
And they loved it.

b. Other examples of statements by Plaintiff that he espoused abolishing public
education are attached as Exs. H, I and J, hereto. Each exhibit is a true
copy of an excerpt from Plaintiff’s newsletter, Access to Energy.

18. As for the words, "Social Security should be ended through attrition” [Ex. E]
complained of in Y 14, 15 and 17 of Plaintiff’s Complaint, that statement is
based on a public radio interview Plaintiff had with I-Caucus (which to the best
of my knowledge, is a non-profit voter information project).

Consider what we would do with Social Security. The government is
already not honoring its contract under Social Security. It’s paying the -
money but it is inflating the currency and it is not properly taking the.
CPI rises so the people in Social Security are getting less and less all
the time in terms of purchasing power so they are being defrauded.
But if we just suddenly cut off the federal income there is no-Social
Security fund. They spent it. So it is a Ponzi Scheme. I'd be in jail
if I ran something like that. And you would do. But we do have a
contract with the people who paid into Social Security and that is
being paid not only by Social Security benefits but now the benefits
are running a little less, it is being paid partly by the income tax. We
should change our ways so that we don’t incur any further liabilities
under entitlements. In other words, these entitlement programs need to
be ended. But they can’t be ended by violating the contracts with the
people who have already contracted with the government. They have
to be ended by attrition. You have to stop taking on new people iin the
entitlements and let time pass and gradually by attrition cancel that.

The audio of the remarks is part of an audio file on the CD-ROM which is
Ex. Y, filename, end_social_security_by_attrition.mp3.

19. As for the words, "End all federal student financial aid programs." [Ex. F]
complained about in q 18 of Plaintiff’s Complaint, this statement is based upon
Plaintiff’s responses in 2010 to the Project Vote Smart questionnaire. Ex. K, 2 8,
hereto. To the best of my knowledge and information, "Project Vote Smart" is a

Page 4 DECLARATION OF PETER DEFAZIO
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20.

21.

22.

23.

neutral nonprofit voter information group. Plaintiff responded to its questionnaire
on issues.

In the 2010 Project Vote Smart questionnaire, the following specific questions
were posed to Plaintiff, and he responded "no” to each question:

Do you support federal funding for K-12 vouchers?
Answer: No,

Do you support the federal government providing college students: with
financial aid? -
Answer: No.

Ex. K, p. 8.

As for the allegation in § 10 of Plaintiff’s Complaint that an internet
advertisement on the WholsArtRobinson.com website selectively edited the audio
questions and answers during a television interview, I note that in 2011 Plaintiff
made public accusations that Oregon State University (OSU) had taken adverse
academic actions against his college-student children based on political motives
or favoritism to me. '

a.  Plaintiff published an opinion piece on the well-trafficked website World
Net Daily. See Ex. L, hereto.

b. He also distributed a copy of his opinion piece to his supporters in an email
[Ex. M] and on a website with which he associated,
OregonStateQutrage.com.

c.  Atp. 2 of Ex. L and p. 2 of Ex. M, Plaintiff states:

OSU is a liberal socialist Democrat stronghold in Oregon that
received a reported $27 million in earmark funding from my
opponent, Peter DeFazio, and his Democrat colleagues during the
last legislative session.

Plaintiff’s charges of academic targeting against his children were reported by
KVAL-TV in Eugene, and Plaintiff was interviewed. The video segment is
reproduced at whoisartrobinson.defazioforcongress/category/oregon-state, and is
also copied to the CD-ROM, Ex. Y.

In the televised news segment, the reporter states in voiceover that Plaintiff says
“"the university is plotting to expel his children." On-camera she asks Plaintiff,

Page S DECLARATION OF PETER DEFAZIO
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24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

"What proof do you have that this is political?” Plaintiff replies, "I don’t have
definite proof." The additional statement that Plaintiff claims was omitted is,
"Basically, I know that happened. I cannot tell you the motives of the people
doing it."

As for the allegations in [ 11 of Plaintiff’'s Complaint, DeFazio For Congress
produced and distributed the humorous internét video "Mr. Robinson’s
Neighborhood" and distributed it by email on July 30, 2012. It is recognizable as
a parody of the long running children’s program, "Mr. Roger’s Neighborhood." 1
copied the entire 90 second video to the CD-ROM Ex. Y as "Mr. Robinson’s
Neighborhood.mov." It is -also at www.defazioforcongress.prf.2012.08.video-mr-
robinsons-neigborhood.

As for the words complained-of in { 11 of Plaintiff’s Complaint, the particular
"cartoon” was produced for Defazio for Congress by an independent contractor. 1
attach hereto an October 10, 2010, article from the EUGENE REGISTER GUARD, as
Ex. X. Plaintiff there is quoted as saying, in response to the question of what
would happen to her under a privatized system of Social Security if she invested
and lost her savings, "You’d have to rely on your family and friends."

On or about October 21, 2012, it came to the attention of DeFazio for Congress,
through news accounts of Plaintiff’s Complaint, that the billboard near Sutherlin
on Interstate 5 and the two Corvallis digital billboards [Exs. F and G] lacked
statements of the source of the advertisement ("disclaimer” statements).

The original aitwork for the Sutherlin billboard produced for Defazio for
Congress included this disclaimer statement and was submitted to the media
company controlling the rental of that billboard, CBS Outdoor. Apparently, an
error was. made by CBS Outdoor in producing the billboard. On October 22,
DeFazio for Congress notified CBS Outdoor of the omission, and CBS Outdoor
immediately printed a disclaimer statement and affixed it to the billboard. CBS
Outdoor acknowledged responsibility for the mistake, indicated. in the attached
email to staff for DeFazio for Congress. Ex. N.

‘The billboards near Corvallis are digital. DeFazio for Congress employs a

campaign design vendor, Bell and Funk, and this contractor accidently omitted
the disclaimer statement from both electronic billboards in Corvallis before
submitting the artwork to Lamar Advertising. Once Defazio for Congress became
aware of the mistake, it instructed Lamar to take down the advertisements until
corrected by Bell and Funk. Staff of DeFazio for Congress received an email
acknowledging the error and stating that by 4 p.m, October 22, the new artwork
with the disclaimer statement was up on the two electronic billboard displays.

Ex. O.

Page 6 DECLARATION OF PETER DEFAZIO
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29.

30.

31,

In the contested partisan political campaigns, Plaintiff has frequently criticized me
in the press, in political campaign emails, and his book COMMON SENSE.

While in the political arena, Plaintiff Robinson has often used hyperbole, epithets
and colorful (offénsive) language in referring to or about me. The exhibits to my
declaration include a number of unfounded accusations and emotional statements
by Plaintiff, including accusations:

a. of official corruption by me;

b. that I undertook a vendetta against the Robinson children attending Oregon
State University and implies that I would thereafter support OSU in
exchange for their alleged sanctions against the Robinsons; and

c. that I am a "dishonorable liar."

Plaintiff repeatedly mischaracterizes my political philosophy as "Socialism."
Many statements also mischaracterize the meaning and effect of complex
legislation offered by men and mischaracterize votes cast by me on bills. In
addition to the news article referenced above, I include Exs. P-V, which are
copies of such materials. Ex. U is composed of various pages excerpted and
copied by me from Plaintiff's book COMMON SENSE.

I hereby declare that the above statement is true to the best of my knowledge

and belief, and that I understand that it is made for use as evidence in court and

is subject to penalty for perjury.

Dated: November ~{ , 2012

Signed in Lane County, Orégon
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A Pro-Science, Pro- Technology Pro-free Enierprise Monthly Nev.'sle‘rer

NOVEMBER 2006 (Vol. 34 no. 4)

Box 1250, Cave Junction, Oregon 97523

Copyright 2006 by Access to Energy

(

Perr Becknn founded Aecess ro Energy: 34 years ago for the
purpase of communicating the nuth ahowt nuclear-electric power to
the American people. He foresaw the devastating effects that failurc
10 develap nuctenr-encrgy would have on the United Srates, and he
feared the enviro, political, and media propagandisis who were lying
about nuelear power in 2w effort 10 stop its development,

The propagandists wan. The Uniied Simes povernment stopped
the building of nuclear power plais, with Presidens Jinmy Carter
driving the final nails into the nuclear energy cofiin. During the past
30 yenrs, similar liars and goverament sctions have managed to pre-
venl 2 n:smnp'lon of nutlear power de\'ciopm-m

Nuclexr engineers have maintained and i |mprn\'eL aast of the op-
proximarcly 180 auelear power plants gt Ameticnhad ac thor rime,
but ne new plans have been Wil These old planes still genemie
about 20% ol Amerita’s clectiicity.

At about the siune time, the United Stnes govermment undertonk
an extensive series of steps tht crippled the hydrocarban energy in-
dusuy. Furdher dévelopment of resounces was nivibited, inxes were
impased, regnkdions proliferated, and the develaprient of Americin
-domestic hydracarban energy wes thereby made so expensive dvat it
wez priced onrof the wanld market.

Here also Ihe propagandists won. America ccased 10 heve a
setf-sufiicicnt supply of hydrazarbon energy. Americans wers
falscly told that Americn i nuning out of hydrocarbon resourees.
Now, the “buman-cansed alabal v -\rmmr_" lie has been added.

Smu nucienr ecoergy ¢ and hydros =arbon enevuy were und sl nre
the ouly practical methads of encrgy gencration on a large seale, the
Amarican people lost their encryy independence and bccnmc e
pendent upon forcigr supplies.

Tt ig important 10 know certuin facls.

First, there is no significant danger from nuclear power plants. In
fact, nuclear-eleciric energy is by far  noihing clse is even close
the suits1, miogt €epdnmicnl, and most envircnimeninlly saund .wiy
fo pmduce slectritity. ‘This has been rue for moie “than 40 years.

Second, hydrcearhon encrgy  which is st superior to nuctear
cnzrgy for man usss, except the generation of clectricity . 18 not re-
sowree resuicted. The Uniied Staies hos suchi 'vast coal, ail, and.nam-

- red gas resources that it could easily be eatircly independent for
many fulure centuries. Moreaver, caal, ail, and natra!l gas ean be
wnsily converted into ane nuother., The u.lnuve use of nuol-.:u conl,
oft, sintl uas fuels is sirply no engineering and cconanie choncc

Thesa are nol opinions lh"y are sacls. Thie propagunda o the
contrary lh‘ll hiss bzen ussd 10 eripple our-cauntry’s energy industries
is mmply lies - lies specifically invented for the purpose of dimin-
ishing our technoiogy and our frecdom.

Thuse lies have, o fir, begn very su: veesstul: At the preseod time
our wealth is being npldl\' dissipited by the cost. of I buying foizign
ensroys owr indusiries are beiug lost to farcien competition becanss

kim:::;:ucnsivc ENCITY WHS NECUSSAry [0 IMAINLIIN our competitive tech-

\

Energy and Freedom

nological advamages; and our military resources and owr personal
freedoms are being diminished by wars for the misguided purpose
of protecting owr access 1o fordign enérgy.

For the past six years, Amer] rlen his had a President who under-
slands enuigry. Unfortunziely, slmost every cfiont he hus made to ex-
paut dumestic energy production has been thwared by corrup
Republican and Demogut politiciang in the L), S. Congress, Now, iis
hie prsses from the scene, it appears likely tharour sovemment will
arice again be fully i the h:mds of the reprehensible forces thit have
sutcesshilly crippled our enéfgy industries over the past 30 yems:

The American natian bequeathed to us by previnus generationg
wis like an cnormous fyawheel. It hag taken a fong time (o slow that
fywheel down. Now, however, there is tittle mne left. Tuxarion,
regulation, litigation, 2nd propaganda bave had devaginting efiezts
with none mare disasirous than thnse on owr doreztic eneegy indus-
wies, upon which ail of our techiiology depends.

And there is one more fact. Tlic very cexistence of the United
Sutes o great expernment in the fneedom and dignity of individinl
human beings  is crucial 10 the future.of all humanity. As thase e
renily in charge of thut experiment, ‘our. genemtions ore morally re.
quired to keep this experiment alive. It i momlly wrong jor us to
allow our own ssifishiness and iunorunce, or the selfishness and ig-
narance of {hose aronnd us to desiroy the American experinient. We
are not required 1o force our wiys on others nar to punish these who
go u different way, but we are requined by Providince (0 keep the
example of the United Siates vibruwt and nlive in thz world.

The needed utiions are sclf~evidemt, Bvery ax: regulation,. law,
or other impediment that cwrently inhibits any energy-producing’in-
dustry should inuncdiately be abolished:  and no new such wy, law,
ur regulation should he created until the wou Now ol useful eneney
across the bordess of Uie Uniled States is strongly outward, with et
exporis comprising a larpe perceowyy of total ,;ro.!uruon pcrhaps

as much sy 50%. Sinmalapcously, and §r the suie period of time;
all local, ‘staue, and feder) tixes:should bewaived- for all, persons,
cmplnyul in the énergy industries; :u.r.l tnese industrics Should oper-
ste wilh no go\'cmnmt oversiglit wnmvcr The cost of these piea-
sres iy, since they would likely ¢ rre.sll\- increase our wealth —
can bz paid by ending nll political, azonomie, and ilitary adven-
tures used tovsecure foreign supplies of encrgy.

We are in very serious trouble. Some propou. an eneruy
Manhainn project wheiein a huge government program is created to.
salve our energy problem. This will ot work because the govem.
menl i our energy prablem it is ceraiily oni te solution to it

IT, however, we Hil the entire burcien of govermment off the back
of fice emerprise, frec wen will sobve vur engrzy problem in record
time. ‘Marcover, nol oly will this save our sation. it will demon-
sirate lo nations everywhere the accomplishrients that traly: free men
can achivve, even when they begin 25 underdogs as result of thelr
own mistakes. y

NUCLEAR WEAPONS

OVOOOOOODODOIDCOCLNOBIVSICOO0OTITAIICLEGOOBINDANE
In addition io lies abmn the sufery of nucleas-clectric power
plants, Americn's 2nemics biave also spread the i that use of nuclear
rower makes more likely the use of nuclear weapons. Uhsophisti-
cuted people. 26 the word “nuslesis™ in hoth and believe the fie.
This lie is the gmivnlent ot coatending that-all preduction of anti-

hiotics should end because the same technology used 1o make anti-
biotics can be used lo make biolagicul weapuns. The knowledge and
equipment to make biological weapons is easily svailuble, This pos-
sibiliry cannot be prevented by suppression of iwchnology. Theonly
solutions arc to ditninish the incentives to mike such weapons, to
catch those whe build biological weupons before they use them, and
to build protective technology ~ which is iclatively easy to do.
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This past week 1 had an apporcunity 1o give an afier-dinner speech
on “global waming' to the Republican Senators and. Repre-
sentatives of the Maine siote legislature. ‘They ere under ettack (along
with the people of Malnc) by the Maine State Planning Office, which
has issued a *‘State of Maine Climate Change Action Plan.'” The plan
bills itself as **Responding w Global Clitnate Change and Achieving
Greanhouse Gus Emission Reductions in Maine: Roles ior Industry,
Business & Citizens."

. This is part of the Clinton Adminisiration effort 1o usc the Envi-
tonmental Protection Agency 1o implement *‘global warming'” fis-
cism 2nd the Kyoio Treaty withum the consent of the United States
Seznate. The EPA joins its boilerplate conwrols to the agendas of local
cnviros and then attempts, in each state, (o march everyone into a
low-technology, shartened-lifespan futre. Like perjury and obstruc-
tion of justice at the nationad fevel, this **Action Plan™ is supported
by the Mainé Democratic Party und opposed by mast Republicans,

‘The spsech and questions afterwards sesmed 1o go well, since
these Ropublicans are glad to heve information about the nonscience
of so-celled **global warming' and the Petition Project’s opposing
petition signed hy mare than 17,000 American scicnidsis. As ques-
tions about this and *‘ozone depletion” ‘and DDT diminished, how-
ever, someone asked my views on education.

— Expiussing misgivings thar the answer might decrease their confi-
dence in the science Thad just been discussing, 1replied that **[ think
that the public schools should be atolished,’” and ten expanded that
sunement with a brief discussion of fres-enterprise schooling and
}_home schooling. The response was remirkable. No sooncr had 1 said
the word **abolished"” than the room broke into enthusiastic applause
and animatad chseussion. There probably were soine exceptions pre-
sent, but an abserver would have-concluded that the Republicans of
iMaine werc definitely ready to considzr closing the public schools.
During the niexi few days, | worked closely with two scicndsts in
Mew York and then with one in'San Jose, Califomnia, who are helping
wilh our muss specirametry project. 1 bad not known these three be-
jore. In ull thres cases, when the scientists learned that | was involved
in home schooling, they were very intercsied ~ more so than in the
researeh work. Each one has children in public school.
Note the audierces. These are not parents of the 3% of American
. childien now engaged in home schooling, They arc-instcad wortied
parents of the 97% who are being cut off at the knees - both academi-
cally:and sociologically - by the iax-financed, 3 million union mem-
ber *‘educstion’’ conglomeraie that is destroying the minds of
| American youth. The ruth is that the schonl bus has becotnz one of
the most szrious forms of child abuse in our country.

It was, of course, not always so. Socialism dozs not work, so there
were always prablems with our tax-financed schogols — but American
public schools of the 1950s and carlier were, on balance, oi benefit 1o
the students. The only real suppont for socialized schools in Amenics
woday is among adults who remember their own school experiences
of the past and yet do not realize that the schools they artended no
\iong.cr exist - and among the 3 snillion *'educators’’ who live off

Revolution in Education

=

this systein. Among the 3 million arc some fine wachers whose ef-
forts are, however, negated by the education csablishment.

As I write this, Matthew is at his desk behing me working prob-
lems in his Saxon Algebra O book. This is the third and Jast algebra
book in the math series. Maithew is cleven years old. The majority of
students graduating from our Joca) tax-financed high sthools cannot
work the problems in Matthew's book. Matthew is nat a genius, He is
Jjust a smart little boy (like thousards of such boys who cnizred our
local socialized schools) who has hud, however, access 10 a good
study environment, good study habits, and good school books.

Meamvhile, Matthew's oldest brother Zachary is warking oward
his Ph.D. in chemisrry at an execllen American graduate school,
Zachzry is in 2 toush competitive environment — where most of the
competition is from foreign graduate studems. Very few American
students are entering such graduate schools, and, those who do ofien
find themselves oulclussed by the foreign students,

Surely, there are American students who still manage o excel.
They da so, hawever, in spite of the schools rather than because of
them. An objective loak at the vast majority of American smdents —
from their academic purformance 10 their social problems - stiows
that most young Americans are being harmed by the public schoals.

Politicians keep throwing more money at socialized educaton, be-
cause polls show the great worry of the American people about edu-
cation. Polls also show, however, that most Americans have very low
opinians of politicians and of tax-financed programs.

The electronie challenges of the Intcmet, CD-ROM, and computer
technology which are now making possible high-quality, very low-
cost decentrelized exlucation would be difficult for goad centralized
schools. Even in frec-enterprisz education (bath it the clementary and
university level), the fowre belonss w bandwidth. Centralized
schools will be sharply diminished. As far as the secialized nightmare
of 1ax-financed schools is concemed, America will suon be awakencd
from this bad dream - by an clectronic and political alarm clock.

Many years ago the American left seized upon public education 15
an idedl too} with which to brainwash American youth. Through
thousands of small, incremental sweps, they gradually converied the
schools inio propaganda mills. In the prozess, however, they heve
managed o throw out the academic quality that gave those schools
their reason for being. This prozess has gone so far that il ¢annot be
reversed. Even if it could be revarsed over the next 10 10 20 years,
what respansible parent would bz willing (o sacrifice his child's mind

to the effort? Public schools can never bz changed in time to prevent

further harm to the curreni studenis.

These are the soris of pressures of which revolutions are made.
This one will start in one staic and thien roll across the country with
astonishing sp=2d. In each state, within a few months of the sbolidon
of public schools, private enierprise will b2 doing a bouer job. Aller-
natively, home schoaling and decentralized electronic education may
just simply grow so large that the shrinking public scheals will even-

wally atrophy and die. Given the rates of change assacizted with elec-
tronics, this too will proceed with revolutionnry speed. )

CONBO6C000OICEPACICENALRLOOCOOOPDORHO00020000000

MICROCHEMISTRY

ALABDCODANCLOODASROG000BUODOSOBODOPONOODOPOOOVED

“The computer revolution is being driven by two mutually synergis-
tic lechnological advances ~ miniaturization and improved economies
of production. When computers were large and cxpensive, they were
avrilyble only in ceniralized facilities. This made them inconvenient

and expensive 10 use, but it also had an even greater disadvantage.
Centralization inhibits innovation. As long as computers were avail-
able only 10 large, wealthy enterprises and 1o govérmments, their uses
were restrictzd by the lowest common denominators of the commil-
1zes in charge of them. Al of this ended with the microelectronics
revolution, Now, information technology is decentraiized and cheaply
available, 50 innovative uses of computers arc pmlifcmdnEXH IBIT
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"“Caltech has fewest black freshmen" blares the headlive of
MSNBC News for December 9, 2002, The Journal of Blacks in
Higher Educarion apparently counted black Greshmen at the 25 uni-
versities ranked highest by U. S. News and World Report and discov-
ered this fact.

In its effort 10 male Callech Jook w5 bad es possible, MSNBC
conparcs the number of bincks in this year's cless at CIT, 3, with that
of MIT, 63, without mentioning thiat MIT regularly admits fve linés

as many freshman studenis, 1 000 vs. 200.

In 2002, the California lostitute of Technology had 44 bleck nppli-
cants, admited 13, and received 3 uceeptances in an unusually large
class of 260. Usually the class size is under 200. This 1.2% is sbout

onz-1enwh the black populziion average. MIT's peroeniage was 6:2%,
and politically comect Harvaxd managed 6.8%.

Echozd by other organs of the lefi-wing pres, Caliech’s ‘‘sins’
were bruudt:e.si widaty “Wwith the schoal - which is the most clite sci-
ence colluge in the world — pilloried for racism. The ploy of omitting
mention of Calech’s size in order 10 make the issuc ool even worse
was widely repeated.

Cahicch also hes a Jow percemage of women and a bigh percent-
age of dropouts, When 1 graduatad fom CIT in 1963, one-third of my
class failed 10 graduate, CIT dropouts 10day are still higher than for
most universiiies. Caltech has tricd 1o correct this by joining the trend
woward poorer cducation and lower stupdards - freshmen receive only
pass-Dil grades and courses are less rigorous, but their educerionnl
program is still rare dificull than vt other schools.

Even though it has rclied its siandnrds, Caliech has continucd io
admit based on merit dnd ability. Morcover, its applicants are
weighted soward those who seek severe, difficulr, wul-immersion
training in scieneg — an oxperience fow women and blacks desire.

Is rcism & part of this? Yes, it is, but the macism is not at Calrech.

the article **Solid Gvidence (o Support Homz Schoaling'* by Michael
P, Farris in The Wall Street Jorurna!, March 5,1997, p A18.

In & batery of tesis in rezding, lisiéning, language, muth, sciencs,
social studies, and swdy skills, where public school siudenis aver-
uged. by definition, 50th percentile, home-schaoled students aver-
uged betwezn the 80th and $7th percentiles with overall score of BSth.

tn the tux-financed "puuh"" schools, in reading tests whites were
at the 57t percentile, while the blacks and Hispanics were both a1 the

*§ 28th. In math, whites were 2 the 58th, while Hispanics were at the

29th and blacks were utthe 24th,

In reading, the home-schoaled, whites, Hispaaics, and blecks all
. scored at the S7th percentike, while jn math home-schooled whites
were at the §2nd pereeniile and Hispanics and blacks were at the 77ib,

Lo other words, piven reasousbly similar opportunities in home-
schoo) cnvironments, e mean achievenents of’ white, Hispanic, and
black mmoll..gc. studenfs were essendally comparable and far, far
above thost of students who were incareerated in * public' schooh
In the public schonls, Hispanics and blacks scored very poorly os
compared with white students.

\

Tax-Financed Racism

I Secess 10 Energy Volume 24, No, 8, April 1997, we discussed *

~\

Tax-finnnced public sthools are miserably failing all of their siv-
dents — even more so their Hispanic and black siudents, This should
be no surprise. Socialism does not work. Morcover, in failing social-
istic systems, the misallocated starcs resources flow dispropontion-
utefy o those who are more entrenched in the system. This nicism
cannot be climinated from the 1ax-financed schaals. For the good of
all students, this failing socialist sysiem must be abolished.

Tax-financed schools deliver unprepared studzmts 10 the universi-
tics. In response, universitics have fowered their standardds to the point
that their freshman and sophomore years are now the acadamic
cquivalents of the junior and senior years of high school in the 1950s.
‘The universities cannof, however, correct the problem. 1f a studem
has vot leamed basic skills sad facts by age 18, he will never be as
capable as his abitities would have permitied with good training.

in the cass of blacks, this situaion is éven worse. In thie wards ofa
black UCSD professor in complimenting my freshman chemistry
course there many years 2go, **Qur worst enemies are these white lib-
crals who 1each watcred~down courses to our students and thercby
turn tiern into permancent suwwond-class citizens.”

The admissions are falzed, the courses ure faked, the standards ure
faked, and the students emerge from collzge unprepared to do pro-
ductve wark. For those who were the worsl prepared going imo col-
lege, this fikery is evan more devaslating.

In the iumanities, the **social'* scicnees, and soft sciences Like bi-
ology, this dishonest system is casier to cover up. In the hard scicnegs
of mathcmintics, physncs and chemistry and in engineering — the Spe-
cialties of Caltech — it.can not bz hidden,

Hard science and enginecring arc unforgwum Either the theary,
experiment, and problem sofving are right or they ate wrong. There is
no middle ground. Thie laws of the netural world are immutable. They
will fiot change ar bend to zccommodate human madiosrity. Trainedl
from childhosd in the necessary skills and endowed with unusual
ability, & student can leara these subjects at the highest level. Withour
thit training, he cannot.

Caltech could not accomumadate the professionl recists even if it
tricd In an envirgiment in which 200 of the best qualified freshinan
seience students in the world are struggling far survival, what is going
to happen 1o a less well-prepared black student?

Arc the praders to be instructed 1o grede his problerns es right
when they arc wrong? Are his peers to be tatight that he is not r-
quired to leamn science as well os ihey bacause of the color of his skin?
Tow racist is Caliech required to become i in order 10 accommodate
the racism in public schools?

Moreover, the desire 10 do cenzin things is panielly culwural Are
American 1ndians or blacks who have becn mught by racists to glo-
rify ticir **roots™ poing to apply 1o Caltech in as greal numbers as
those of white Europcan herifage?

The racial munerical everages of individuals in science nnd eugl-
peering will never be cquabz:..d wnif racism, especially thet of the lib-
erid] professional racists, truly disappears. The abolition of their power
bass in tax-financed schools would be an excellent begiming,

=
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SOLAR ENFERGY

600OVO0000P00006D00D00BD000D6U0000000000LI000C000
The nawure of the sun and siw-like glars is of great interest to asvo-
physicists, and of occasional interest to the rest of us when discoveries
ure made that ffect either our fives or our intellocls by allowing us to
vicariously participale in the advance of that realm of science,

Attachment 2 Response of DeFazio for Congress

‘The corrclation between the activity of the sun und the iempzrawre
of the Earth is well-established. Sce Baliunas, S, and Soon, W., 4stro-
whyvsical Jowrnal (1995) p. 450. 1t is, however, oot well-knowa to the
gencral public. Whicnever facts that are unsupportive of the myth of
human-caused global warming begin to emerge hesitanily i mm publjc

view, they are met By a storm of propaganda and lics gcﬁx .he
envires and the political and business groups whase sel r*sLs
PAGE __|
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_SCIE'NCE VS. HYSTERIA

“*Science vs. Hysuma" by Nobél- laureate Norman E. Borlaug in
The Wall Street Journal; Janvary 22, 2003, p A14, reports the efforts of
Emopeanenvuos,pohhmans.andbmwuumsmprevmthauseof
Amcrican-niade genctically modified food

Bodaug is Professor of Intemational Agnwlnme at Texas A&M
University. He'is credited with being largely responsible for the **green
revolution”" whereby modem farming methods including hybrid seed,
fertilizer, and chemical pest control were introduced into underdevel-
opedco\mms.

. The efforts of Borlaug and his colleagues brought modem fanning
methods to lnmdreds of thousands of farms in areas where human star-
vation was the nomn. Farm yields increased several fold, food was
plentiful, and poor farmers even had surpluses fo scil. That revolution
melfhas been-endangered by govemmental policies that have been de-
priving poof finiers of access to seed-and chemicals they need.

Addmomlly. forthepastfomym the  European Union has pre-

-vented the “importation of American genetically: modified crops.
" Warse, Buropean-envirocrats bave spread ward

Aftica that
these ciops are *‘poison,”* 50 that American efforts to halt starvation
are being impeded.

Zamb:m President Levy Mwanawasa, for exarople, has been told
by m—blomhnology groups that donated American cora is *‘poison”’
because it contains genetic modifications. Bourlaug lists many exam-
ples of geoetically modified food crops — with more pmdumvity and
additional pest resistance - that are being endangezed by, in Bourlaug’s
apt words, *‘ideologically i ience.”

The world agriculiural revolution that took place initially on Ameri-
canfmmsdunngthepasieenlurywas,mlmgepart.baseduponplant
breeding to produce better crop varieties. With advances in molecular
biology, this food crop improvement has been carried to the molecular
level and accelerated.

There am.pnmanly 8s a mnllofgovemmanxcunnol of research
and governmeént fegulations that inhibit i ipnovation, mzmy ' upapswered
qiiestions about humisin nutrition. What is the best balance of nutnients
mlhzhumandxet?ﬂowdowthmbalanuechangemlhhxmnblo-
chemiiéal individuality? Are plant-produced pesticides-and herbicides
snfearmomdangauustabumhcnld: than those applied by famners
(olhmuops?Whmeﬁ‘ecsdohuman-mdefauhmhaveonthe
campositians of humian ‘foods as opposed 10 thosé ordinarily found in
the 50il? These and many more similar questions need to be answered
- substance by.substarice, lnmman by human,

Ignorance, of course, provides a fertile: breeding ground for fear.
Amang affluent Americans, that fear bas produced a growth industy
in *‘organic” foods. Iranieally, that industry upan plant varie-
ties that bave been selected for high pest resistance, which allows “or.
gainic™” fixrness to obtain better yields. These * *drgznic”* foods actually
contain much higher amounts of plant-produced pesticides than ‘ordi-
nary foods, and tbey have been produced by genetic selection.

All of these niceties of food selection are, of course, imelevant to
Afficans who are starving in vast numbers because they canmot obtain

food at all. The French versions of the enviros who are working to de-*

prive these people of food are apt descendants of their farnous Emcestor
whoadvmedthemmgmobsthﬂcmﬂdnotobhmhudtoeatcah:.

lnstunpungtodmsthesemmsasmodmdayhmmtsand
the starving of ‘Africa as far-away statistics: The Luddites were, how-
ever, themselves starving ps textile machinery replaced, their hand
work,mdeachAﬁcanwhadmuah\manbung.Momvu.thom
who -are working to deprive thesc people of food are-not an igoorant
mob. They are a college-cducated privileged lite who aré perfectly ci-
pableofmdasmndmglbeeﬂ'eﬂsofﬂmr

Like their fellow. travelers who have killed more than' 50 million’
children by depriving.them of nialaria-preventing DDT; thesé people

* are involved in *‘populstion control** motivated gocnde.

Warking with these reprehensible killers aré European fam inter-
ests who are already exishing on vast government subsxdm ‘because of
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™

American farming methods, Farm productivity has risen so greatly and
hais been exported so extensively that these farmers CEnNot compete —
especially in the framework of their well-advanced socislistic states.

Evén in America, a combination of taxation, regulation, and the ex-
port of farm technology bas turncd the Midwestem ststes into pathetic
welfare cases: American farmers have; however, not become Luddites
clamoring for ap end to techmological advance,

For more than 25 years, the real value of farm land hias been in-a
downward trend, end the amount of land under cultivation has been
diminishing, 'IhxsxsthcmutoﬂheexponoftheAmmcan farm tech-
oology revolution to the world. Moreover, this trend is actually accel-
erating as great tracts of extraordinarily productive land are brougixt
under cultivation in placés like Brazil.

The result of this i that farmers who live in advanced welfire states
such as Burope éud the United States, where they airg subject to high
taxes, extensive regulations, and high living costs, can no longer com-
pete. They have themselves béen driven onto the welfaré solls. The so-
lution to this liés in the reform of their own ents —not-in the
stnrv:mon ot‘poorAihmns thmugh the d:ssemmanon of e vim he.s.

P a

GOOD RIDDANCE

and o

Aocesslol-.'nagymdas havemdmmysmmmmismmls
letter to the effect thiat tax-financed schicols should be abolished and, in
fuct, would be abolished in the not-too-distant firture, No doubt, many

y to themsclves that, while they realize that thesz *‘schools™ are
entirely. counterproductive — especially in a country devoted to free-
dom - they are too rmch entrenched in our system to be removed.

After all, more than 3 million unionized pecple control this indus-
try, and older geserations think of these schools as like those tliat they
nuendedmthcnhanasthemalmmghmetheyhave become.

If 8l tax-financed schools in America -closed tomorrow .and no
other govemmental action whatever wete taken, withim six moaths
evezy child in America would have access to better educational oppor-
tunjties pmvndedbytheﬁeemm‘ket — and every child who could not
Aafford these opportunities would be educated without-cost. The good
teachers in Gur midst would be employed in teaching students, and the
test of the 3 million would be unemployéd until they- decided to find

‘productive work.

Moreoves, the niost onergus 1ax System ever pespetrated on our citi-
zens—one in which their homes are seized-and sold by thegovemm:nt
if they do'not pay the tsix ~ could come 10.an end.

The mood of publicopinion on this issue is actually moving toward
abolition of the schools at a surprising reite. numbeérs of poli-
ticians are stating in private that the schools unnmbeﬁxed(seeow
‘earliér article on theé Republjcan Legislators in Maine), and major con--
savahvcopmxonleadus.ra!herlhnnndvoaaﬂng .amnow
openly questioning the continuation of this decayed thnn of msmu-
nonnhzadehxldabuse. .

“Time for Public Schools to Throw in the Towel?" by Dr..Lavra
Schlessinger, worldnetdaily.com, January 27; 2003, is a recent eéxam-
ple. Whether or not one agrees with her views, Dr. Laura influences the
opinions of & Jot of people.

Asmmostamclsofthmson, she cites a few exemplés, In 4 survey
of more than 1,000 fowth and eighth grade teachers, the Center for
Civic Information at the Manhattan Institute -found that only 25% of
these téachers cared most whether the student determined the right an-
swers: Moreofthancamdmosl that students *‘tried hard or used a
creative approach.*’

Espeaa!ly ridiculous iy its widespread application:to mathernatics,
she points out that this attitode is found in the tax-financed school de-
construction of family, religion, valués, ethics, and morality as well.
memnghtormmgmswus,anythmggm cxncpnhepohumlly
incarrect, which is banned with finatical rigor.

The Schiéssinger article concludes, *“I think Oregon may have the.
right idea, TheyarelookmgtoshoﬂmtheschoolywbylSdays.
How long before it's clear to thern dnd to us that we shiould simply

clos themalogeth” EXHIBIT . 1
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A Pro-Sciences, Pro-Technology. Pro-Free Enterprlse Monthly Newsletter

JUNE 1997 (Vol. 24, no. 10)

Box 1250, Cave Junction, Oregon 97523

Copynght_o 1997 by Access (o Energy

r

While it i5. much wore enjoyable to write bout tlie extension of
technology into'new frontiers, it is of even. greater. importance to pre-
serve-the technology that we ‘already possess. This is one of the pri-
mary fictors that-hds caused us to work formany years in advocacy
of the building of a national.civil and strategic defense.

Reasonable estimiates suggést tiat life in-the.United States, after a
major nuclear war would be compamble to that in the late 1860s afler
the- War Between the States - in population density, technology, dnd
quality of life. Aside from the tragic loss of life, why should we allow
the unscrupulous machinations of politicians, bureaucrats, and their
elitist bgsses, who liave left Ameiica without any pational stratégic
and civil defense whatsoever, 10 permit the destruction.of the technol-
ogy that has already been buxlt by six generations of Americans?

Our uncenscionsble Wwulnerability to this-threat not only worsens,
the damage in the ‘event, it increases, through weakess, the prob-
ability of disaster, and it raises the pmbabxhty that Americans can be
"blackmailed into giving up their national sovereignly and fréedom.

“There.is, however; another danger-to-our lechnology ‘that is much
closer to our homes'and more likely-to destroy our way of life,

‘explained that.the markup woirld be 35% over wholesale for this spe-
-cial ‘order. With:thie aid of her ealculator, she then informed me'that,
since wholesale was $43, the price would be $78.

When I tried to tell her that she had made a mistake (suggested
retail was $60 and 135% of 43 is 58), she became agitated and told
me, “*What you don't understand is, is that the price is high 'cause
you’re wanting one pair.”’ She had calculated a 35% markup by add-
mg $35 to the price. After more futile discussion, I went to another
store to order the boots. (There the salesmen was unwxllmg to attempt
to estimate the price at all.)

The day earlier, a mother telephaned about the self-teaching as-
pect of our curriculum. She said that she had graduated from college
with a degree in education, but had learned nothing. She found berself
unable to help her 10-year-old son with his arithmetic. It was essential
that she find & school curriculum requiring no teacher help.

Recently, the chairman of a university chemistry department said
to me, *It is much worse than you realize. More than 90% of our
students cannot read 8 book with enough understanding to apply the
knowledge in it in even simple ways." A few weeks earlier, a famous
professor of mathematics af a major university told me.that the most
pressing educational problem is teaching the students to read.

Two days ago, in a call about our curriculum, a mother told me
that her public-schooled son was Very brilliant, especially in math, so
he had been put in a.special education, advanced class in mathemat-
ics. In this class, at the'age of 14, he is just beginning to:learn algebra.

The campus néwspaper at a neaxby high school with about 2,000
students recebtly carried an article in whiich the priicipal of ten years
listed, a5 one of his most important accomplishments, thie expansion
of AP courses at the school to:specifically prepare the students for

\Advanced Placmenl exams. These are given once each year in May

Preserving Energy Technology

by thie College Board. High scores permit sidents-to skip the corre-

school grade levels, their children-average in the 80th percentiles (5ee

‘Yesterday, 1. auempbed to .ordér soime-rubber boots* for my -son. “l
Nozh. He has outgrown his size 15s: The lady-in-charge of the store {

~\

sponding_college ‘courses. When,. however, Noah and his sister
Arynne took AP tests at that:high school this yéar, in some subjects
they were the only students taking the test Between the two of them,
they took a§ many exems as all the other-2,000 students combined.
Geniuses? No. The first two years of university instruction are
now roughly eq\uvalent to a good high school education'in the United
States in the 1950s. Skipping all of thoée first two years indicates only
that the student has obtained & reasonably good basic edvication.
About one-half miillion American families are now teaching their
chifdren at home. Though fow of these parents have any training-or
.expericnce in education and most of the texts they use drc at public

Access to Energy 24, No. 8 p 3) s compared with public school chil-
dren, who average 50th percentile (by definition). Moreover, black
and hispanic home school students are as high as white students,
while in publi¢ schools these children average in ll_l‘::e‘rz th percentiles.
p SFRCEd; ’sf’p'e‘il:s‘ﬁ:)"hhs’ke‘eﬁ"’ o)
O chil dLabiis i

ﬂﬁ[
EOve Memhme.bgeﬂ
l-lv.\t--ié-ibm‘ e

wo:k) why pubhc educanon cannot be unproved ~two million edu-
cation bureaucrets and educators who belong to the powerful teachers
unions, These people are fimly ensconced on the over-taxed backs of
the nation’s property owners and have no intention of changing.
(Surely there are some good and dedicated teachers in this group, but
they have long since been overwhelmed by the others.)

Now, this educational establishment and the federal Administra-
tion they did so much to elect proposs **Goals-2000,"" which will re-
quire that every warker in America have a license from the ‘public
schools - 8 “certificate of mastery™ for his particular occupation. He
may-not be able-to read, wiite, of do arittimetic, tut he will havé a
license from the state and a thorough-indoctrination’in its. propaganda.

Regarding our Version 2.0 self-teaching horne school curriculum,
we havée bien receiving over 50:leltérs and calls per day primasily
from poarly educated parents who desperately want something better
for thmr children ~ and who hope to leiim along witl thieir childrer,

I know that most technologists think that elementary edication is.
boring ~ so did 1. ‘The effects of the: curent nationwide sysiem of
diseducation are, however,-nol bonng. The resulting ignorence in our
body.politic-diminishes our. progress-and threatens the technological
base upon which we stand. This.canriot-bé aliowed to continlie,

Free ‘entégprise made poss:ble our cnergy technology. Unless,
however, we. retur free enterprise.to our educational system, secial-
ism theré will destroy all that'we and-our prédecessors bave buiit. Y

0...00.00.00..0.0.00W...0.0..0000000.00.0.00
SEA LEVEL AND ANTARCTIC ICE
.O..OO......0....0.......OOO..........00....0...
As global warming propagsnda oozes out of govemment schools
(remermber thé Statue of Liberty dmwnmg in the Atlantic Oczan?) and
gushes’ from “pubhc" radio, some scientists: do have the courage 10
respond. An examplc is “*Rapid Sea-Level Rise Soon from West Ant-

Attachment.2  Response of DeFazio for Congress

‘arctic lce-Sheet Collapse?" by Cliarles R. Ben!ley, Sclence 275, pp-
1077-1078 (1997). ce that is already floating in the ocean or is below’
.sea level with. dmna.gc to the.ocean cannot, of course, cause the sea
levelto- -rise'whethér it mélts or not'—as Petr Beckmnnn explained in
-Access-io Energy years ago. There is, however, ice iii Antarctica that
is above sea level arid is-not floating., Knownes the West Antarctic ice g
sheet, it rests 6n a bed on the-Aniarctic. cowmﬂ! helts contmu-
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Arthur 'Art' B. Robinson's Political Positions

Biographical

. .4" ooy
Full Name: Arthur 'Art' B. Robinson
On The Ballot: Running, Republican for U.S. House - District 4
Primary May 15, 2012
General Nov. 6, 2012
Gender: Male
Family: Widowed; 6 Children: Zachary, Noah, Arynne, Joshua, Bethany, Matthew
Birth Date: 1943

See Full Biographical and Contact Information

See Arthur Robinson's Opponeats in the 2012 Congressional E_Ic:ct'ion

Project Vote Smart does not permit the use of its name or programs-in any campaign activity,
including advertising, debates, and speeches.

Arthur Robinson refused to tell citizens where he stands on any of the issues addressed in
the 2012 Political Courage Test, despite repeated requests from Vote Smart, national
media, and prominent political leaders.

What.is the Political Courage Test?

This candidate has demonstrated 0% courage during the test.

*Note: This percentage is calculated based on the number of issue areas addressed by the
candidate on the Political Courage Test at the conclusion of the testing period. It does not
indicate support or lack of support by Project Vote Smart.

Issue Positions

In response to the increasing unwillingness of candidates to answer issue questions, Project Vote
Smart has researched Presidential and Congressional candidates' public records to determine

EXHIBIT *;
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candidates' Jikely responses on certain key issues. Thes¢ are provided below as a courtesy to
voters.

Pro-life ® Abortion: Do you generally support pro-choice or pro-life legislation? -

No & Afghanistan: Do you support United States' combat operations in ]
Afghanistan? B
Budget: In order to balance the budget, do you support reducing defense

No#® [
spending?

No @ Budget In order to balance the budget, do you support an income tax ]

~ increase on any tax bracket?
¢ Economy: Do you support federal spending as a means of promoting L]
¢ economic growth? &

Unknown o Economy: Do you support providing tax incentives to businesses for the L]
Position  purpose of job creation? ™
Education: Do you support requiring states to implement education reforms ]

No®; in order to be eligible for competitive federal grants?
Energy: Do you support reducing restrictions on offshore energy

Yes @ ; -
production?

No @ Environment: Do you support the federal regulation of greenhouse gas ]
emissions? !

No @ Guns: Do you support restrictions on the purchase and possession of guns? [.]
Yes & Health Care: Do you support repealing the 2010 Affordable Care Act? (-

.Yes ® Immigration_: Po you support reqqir_ing illega'l .immig_rants to return to their ]
country of origin before they are eligible for citizenship? ‘
No & Marriage: Do you support same-sex marriage? [-]
Unknown . National Security: Do you support targeting suspected terrorists outside of L]
Position  official theaters of conflict?
Social Security: Do you support allowing i mdmduals to divert.a portion of H

Yes® their Social Security taxes into personal retirement accounts?
Key
.
Official Position: Candidate had the Political Courage to address this issue directly.
®
Inferred Position: Candidate refused to address this issue directly, but Project Vote
. Smart inferred this issue position based on the candidate's public statements, voting
record, and evaluations from special interest groups.
® -

: EXHIBIT . £ _
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Unknown Position: Candidate refused to address this issue.
[-]

Project Vote Smart's Research: Click on this icon to reveal more information about this
candidate's position.

Oregon :Con

et «-.‘m"'“ r"

gressxonal Electwn 2910 Pohtlcal‘Coprage.Tess-

\--==-r-- -r‘ R NI vR it 273

This candidate has résponded-o a Polmcal Caurage Test in-a previous election. As a continued
effort to provide the American public with factual information on candidates running for public
office, these:archived responses aré made-available here.

+) Expand All (-) Collapse All

®Abortion Issues

Pro-life® a) Do you consider yourself pro-choice or pro-life?

Noe b) Should abortion be legal only within the first trimester of pregnancy?

Noe® ¢) Should abortion be legal when the pregnancy resulted from incest or rape?
Yes®  d) Should abortion be legal when the life of the woman is endangered?

Yes® ) Should federal subsidies be prohibited from being used for abortion procedures?
L f) Other or expanded principles

®Budget, Spending, and Tax Issues

1) Spending

Indicate what federal funding levels (#1-6) you support for the following general categories.
Select one number per category- you can use¢ a humber more than once.

Eliminate® a) Agriculture

Eliminate® b) Arts

.Maintain Status® c) Defense

Maintain Status® 1) Intelligence operations

Maintain Status® 2) Military hardware

Greatly Increase® 3) National missile defense

Slightly Increase® 4) Salary and benefits for active duty personnel
Maintain Status® 5) Programs to improve troop retention rates
Slightly Increase® 6) Research and development of new weapons
Eliminate® d) Education

Greatly Decrease® e) Environment

Maintain Status® f) Homeland security

EXHIBIT . K
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Greatly Decrease® g) Intemnational aid
Greatly Decrease® h) Medical research
Greatly Decrease® i) Scientific research
Slightly Increase® j) Space exploration

Eliminate® k) United Nations

Greatly Decrease® 1) Welfare

@ m) Other or expanded categories
2) Taxes

Indicate what federal tax levels (#1-6) you support for the following general categories.
Select one number per category- you can use a number moré than once.

Eliminate® a) Alcohol taxes
Eliminate® b) Capital gains taxes
Eliminate® c) Cigarette taxes
Eliminate® d) Corporate taxes

Maintain Status® &) Gasoline taxes

Greatly Decrease® f) Income taxes (low-income families)
Greatly Decrease® -g) Income taxes (middle-income families)
Greatly Decrease® h) Income taxes (high-income. families)

° i) Other or expandéd categories
. Yes® 3) Do you support the elimination of the federal estate tax?
Yes® 4) Do you suppoit requiring the federal budget to be balanced each year?
No® 5) Do you support using government funds in an effort to stimulate and
improve the economy?
@ 6) Other or expanded principles

o Businéss and Employment Issues

Yes® -a) Do you support privatizing elements of Social Security?

Yes® b):Do you support reducing government regulations on the private séctor?
No® c) Do you support increasing the federal minimum wage?

Yes® d) Do you support the ability of workers to unionize?

N e) Do you support federal funding for job-training programs that retrain displaced
oe workers? :

° f) Other or expanded principles

eCampaign Finance and Government Reform Issues

Yes a) Do you support increasing the amount individuals are permitted to contribute to federal

e campaigns?

EXHIBIT K
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l.I\Ie%g) Il B, support‘ﬂwfederal 0 Fentproviding; col]ege students‘wf fi

No® - b) Should Congress regulate indirect campaign contnbutxons from corporations and

unions?

Y . o 1

° es ¢) Do you support removing all contribution limits on federal campaigns?

NoO d) Should candidates for federal office be encouraged to. meet voluntary spending limits?
e) Do you support giving the President the power - of the line itém veto for items concerning
appropnauons"

Yes f) Do you support limiting the President's ability to define how legislation is applied

@ through the use of signing statements?

@  g) Other or expanded principles
oCrime Issués

Yes a) Do you support capital punishment for certain crimes?

Yes b) Do you support programs that provide prison inmates with vocational and job-related
e training and job-placement assistance when released?

¢) Do you support programs that provide prison inmates with substance abuse treatment?
d) Do you support reduced prison ‘'sentences for non-violent offenders?

fes ¢) Do you suppoﬁ mandatory prison sentences for selling illegal drugs?

@  f) Other or expanded principles

eEducation Issues

No® a) Do you support federal education standards and testing requirements for K-12 students?
No® b) Do you support federal funding for universal pre-K programs?

No® ¢) Do you support federal funding for charter schools?

Noe d) Do you support federal fundmg for K-12 school vouchers?

- -rt-sa-u— g 13 ave, .
Cidliaid?.
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f) Other or expanded pnncxples

e

oEnvironment and Energy Issues -

a) Do you support enacting environmental regulations aimed at reducing the effects of
climate change?

b) Do you support international emissions targets aimed at reducing the effects of climate
change?

Noe

Noe®

Attachment 2 Response of DeFazio for Congress FEC MUR 6846 EXHIBIT
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c) Do you.support allowing energy producers to trade carbon credits under a "cap and
trade" system?

d) Do you support strengthening fuel efficiency standards on all gasoline and diesel-
powered engines, including cars, trucks, and sport utility vehicles?

Noe®

Noe®

Yes e) Do you support domestic oil exploration in federally-protected areas?

No® f) Do you support federal funding for the.development of altemative energy?
Yes
°

®  h) Other or expandéd principles

8) Do you support the development of nuclear reactors?

oGun Issues

No® a) Do you support restrictions on the purchase and possession-of guns?

Yes b) Do you believe that the Second Amendment guarantees the right of individual citizens
-9  toown guns?

:fes ¢) Do you sui:port’ allowing individuals to carry concealed guns?
No® d) Do you support a ban on assault rifles?

®  ¢) Other or expanded principles

oHealth Issues

No® a) Do you support a publicly-administered health insurance option?
Yes b) Do you support expanding access to health care through commercial health insurance
™ reform?

:[es ¢) Should the federal government expand eligibility for tax-free medical savings accounts?

Yes d) Do you support monetary limits on damages that can be collected in malpractice
° lawsuits?

Yes
°

¢ f) Other or expanded principles

e) Do you support relaxing regulations on the importation 6f prescription drugs?

eImmigration Issues

No® a) Do you support a pathway to citizenship for illegal immigrants?

No® b) Do you support decreasing the number of legal immigrants allowed into the country?
Yes® c) Do you support.establishing English as the official national language?

Yes® d) Do you support thé:enforcement of federal immigration laws by state and local police?

xer K
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®  ¢) Other or expanded principles

OInt'ernationai Policy Issues

Unkn iti -

. own Position 2) Do you support United States military action in Afghanistan? [-J

e " b) Do you support increasing military assistance for Afghanistan?

° ¢) Do you support increasing economic development assistance for

. Afghanistan?

° d) Should the United States continue to strike suspected terrorist targets in
Pakistan?

Yeso €) Do you support granting aid to countries when it is in the security interests
of the United States?

No® f) Should the United States support the creation of a Palesuman state?

g) Do you support increasing sanctions on Iran if it continues to defy United

Yes® Nations mandates? _
° h) Do you support the withdrawal of United States troops from Iraq?
Yes® i) Do you support the United States' involvement in free trade agreements?

j) Other or expanded principles
I, like most Americans, do not understand the military actions in Iraq; Afghanistan, and Pakistan.
These actions should be either explained rationally and adequately, or ended.

®Social Issues

:Ies a) Should marriage only be between one man and oné woman?

No® b) Do 'you support allowing openly-gay men and women to serve in the United States,
military?
No® c¢) Do you support federal funding for embryonic stem cell rcsearch?

fes d) Should the federal government end affirmative action programs?

® ) Other or expanded principles

oL egislative Priorities

Please explain in a total of 100 words or less, your top two or three priorities if elected. If they
require additional funding for implementation, please explain how you would obtain thxs
funding.

1. The taxation, regulation, and government sponsored litigation of the American people must be
greatly reduced, so that our-economy can produce jobs and prosperity.

o __ K
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2. Profligate government spending must end and the federal ‘budget must be balanced.

3. American energy industries - nuclear; coal, oil, natural gas, hydroelectric, wind, solar, and
other technologies - should be freed of most government regulations and allowed to compete:
without government subsidies or government suppression. We. must allow our engineers to build
the energy industry that we need; without taxpayer expense.

~ baer_K
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Democrats attack Republican candidate's
children

Exclusive: Art Robinson details oiltrageous 'political
payback' meant to destroy his kids

Published: 03/07/2011 at 1:00 AM
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» Win a2 lb. Silver CoinValued at More Than $1,200, This 99% Pure Silver Coin Can Be
Yours! Independentl ivingBullion.com

In an effort to do my part in rescuing our country from the out-of-control Obama administration,
last year I ran for Congress in Oregon’s 4th District against 12-term incumbent, far-left
Democrat Peter DeFazio, co-founder of the House Progressive Caucus.

Although I won the nominations of the Republican, Independent and Constitution. Parties and the

endorsement of the Libertarian Party, a massive media $mear campaign by DeFazio, paid for
with money raised by MoveOn.org and from special interests favored by DeFazio in
Washington, resulted in a 54.5 percent to 43.6, percent victory for DeFazio in a race that was
expected to be much closer.
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‘o Ann coulterListen to Conservative Talk Shows Right From Your Browser - For Free!

www.ConservativeTalkNow,com _
¢ Buy High Quality FlasksStainless Steel Hip Flasks Free Engraving and Free Shipping

www.ExecutiveGifisFast.com
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Althbugh [ had never run for public office before, I immediately announced my candidacy for
Congress again in 2012,

However, when you take a stand for what's right, sometimes there is retribution.

On Nov. 4, 2010, as soon as the election results were in and they were sure their candidate had
won, faculty administrators at Oregon State University gave new meaning to the term “political
payback.”

They initiated an attack on my three children — Joshua, Bethany and Matthew — for the purpose
of throwing them all out of the OSU. gradua}e :school, despite their routstanding. _acgdemxc and
research accomplxshments @S'-' 7 FEEor

regon -that
HpGnent PeferDeFazio andhis

< Y 2o e ey g peci o rivagty

Thus, Democrat activist David Hamby and militant feminist and chairman of the nuclear
engineering department Kathryn Higley are expelling four-year Ph.D. student Joshua Robinson
from OSU at the end of the current academic quarter and turning over the prompt neutron
activation analysis facility Joshua built for his thesis work and all of his work in progress to
Higley’s husband, Steven Reese. Reese, an instructor in the department, has stated that he will
use these things for his own professional gain. Joshua’s apparatus, which he built and added to
the OSU nuclear reactor with the guidance and ideas of his mentor, Michael Hartman, earned
Joshua the awatd for best Masters of Nuclear Engineering thesis at OSU and has been widely
complimented by scientists at prominent U.S. nuclear facilities.

Meanwhile, faculty member Todd Palmer notified four-year Ph.D. student Bethany Robinson
(OSU grade point average 3.89) that he was terminating her thesis work and taking all of her
work in progress for himself. Some of Bethany’s graduate work has already been used, without
credit to Bethany, in the thesis of another favored student now recently hired on the department
faculty.

Palmer, until recently married to a member of the OSU psychology faculty, is now married to
former OSU student Camille Lodwick. They are both faculty members in the nuclear engineering
department.

It is also rumored that Higley, a long-time associate of Palmer’s and who is adamant that
Bethany leave OSU, may dislike Bethany because of criticism Higley received when department
students complained of sexual assault at wild drunken parties of OSU nuclear engineering
students during taxpayer-financed trips to scientific meetings. These incidents may have been
more likely because Higley had failed to report to OSU authorities an earlier instance of milder
sexual harassment against Bethany, probably because Bethany ~ a brilliant but very mild-
mannered, conservative, homeschooled Christian young lady — does not share Higley’s views.

My children and I attempted to counter all these actions against us as they unfolded, but were

initially uncertain as to their ultimate intent. All became clear, however, when OSU faculty
administrators abruptly took a further and very serious prejudicial action toward Joshua. At that

EXHIBIT {/
Attachment 2 Response of DeFazio for Congress FEC MUR 6846 PAGE —2‘—0‘:'5'




NS o Tun e O O o

point, OSU Professor of Nuclear Engineering Jack Higginbotham, who was privy to all of the
meetings and actions, warned us and came to our defense.

Professor Higginbotham, who also serves as president of the OSU Faculty Senate and director of

the Oregon NASA Space Science Consortium, has been a member of the OSU faculty for 24

years. He has held many responsible positions in the university and has received numerous
professxonal awards, Moreover, he is very widely admired for the many instances in which he
has given special help to students at OSU: This is:a man who thinks always.of Lis students and
never of himself. )

Professor Higginbotham warned us that faculty administrators at OSU were working to make
certain that Joshua, his sister Bethany and, if possible, his brother Matthew never receive Ph.D.
degrees in nuclear engineering from OSU, regardless of their examination, academic and
research performance. Professor Higginbotham then reviewed with us the details of the plan to
destroy the education of these students and advised me to do anything I could to protect my
children.

Since November, a remarkable battle has been raging within OSU, I considered an immediate
public exposure of this plot and warned the faculty of this possibility, but instead my family and
I decided to try to prevent a scandal at OSU and save the students within the confines of OSU.
We fought these unprincipled academics on their own ground and held them off for four months.
That effort is, however, now failing, and Joshua and Bethany are both slated for dismissal from
the department of nuclear engineering very soon. Also, unless action is taken immediately,
Professor Higginbotham’s career will be completely destroyed.

Indeed, in retribution for Professor Higginbotham's efforts to protect the Robinson students from
these unprincipled attacks, he personally has become the target of a campaign of defamation,
vilification, persecution, Star-Chamber humiliation and other career-destroying actions
orchestrated by Higley and the other people who are attacking us.

Now nearing success is a disgraceful effort to strip Professor I-hggmbotham of his faculty
posxtxon and his research grants, His career now-potentially in ruins, he is fighting back in hopes
of saving himsélf and the. posmons ‘of the students &nd staff who depend upon him at OSU and

‘who may also lose their cdréers as collateral damage in these astonishing events.

The attack on Professor Higginbotham, if not stopped, may also destroy the graduate work of his
student, Matthew Robinson. Matthew (OSU grade point average 3.91) passed up a $57,000 per
year offer from the MIT graduate school so he could join his brother and sister at OSU two years

ago.

Demonstrating unanimity with the DeFazio cause, both responsible OSU deans and the president
of OSU, Edward Ray, have so far failed to halt these dishonorable and illegal actions. Ray, a
supporter of DeFazio on the campus, has refused even to meet with me or my son Joshua
concerning these events. Knowledgeable observers have concluded that orders for the attacks on
the Robinson students are coming from sources far above Ray in the Democrat political machine.
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The department of nuclear engineering attracted the Robinson students to OSU during a better .
day when it was directed by distinguished nuclear engineer José Reyes, who has now moved to
NuScale Power. The department was in the hands of a group of very outstanding nuclear

engineers. The ranks of these engineers have unfortunately been thinned by retirements and

departure to other universities, including Michael Hartman now at the University of Michigan,

but still mentoring Joshua. The engineers no longer coritrol the department,

The department is now controlled by ideologues, most of whom do. not have Ph.D.s in nuclear
engineering. Nepotistic husband-and-wife combinations and new hires of their own graduate
students have brought the department under the control of unprincipled people who have
enthusiastically participated in the attacks on the Robinson students and Professor Higginbotham
— attacks that have violated numerous OSU academic rules, several laws and the most basic
professional ethics.

Professor Higginbotham, Joshua, Bethany and Matthew Robinson can still be rescued ~ but only
by immediate, intense public pressure.

OSU adminijstrators think they can violate ethical academic standards of professional conduct,
break formal OSU rules and regulations, and even violate U.S. laws with impunity because, in
any resulting litigation, they would be defended by lawyers from the Oregon Department of
Justice, assuring that only students with huge sums of money and many years to invest in
litigation can oppose them. The Robinsons do not have those huge sums of money, and,
moreover, they want to complete their education — not receive money in exchange for the
destruction of their education and opportunities.

If these people succeed, a delighted Peter DeFazio will be able to brag to'the voters that the
Robinson children were thrown out of Oregon State Umversxty Why else but to favor DeFazio
would the OSU administration condone seemingly irrational actionis that'are potentially so.
damaging to the reputation of the university? OSU ‘dances to. the tune of the Démogcrat machise,
and DeFazio controls that machine,

As things stand today, Jack Higginbothdm and his studerts and staff, along with:-Joshua-
Robinson are in immediate danger. Bethany-Robinson is slated for dismissal soon after-and,
without the Ph.D. that she has nearly completed. The dismissal of Mafthew Robinson may. niot be
far behind. And the danger to Professor Higginbotham’s other students is likewise very high.

Please don’t let this happen!

Please notify OSU of your interest in this matter and urge the university to stop its destructive
actions against Joshua, Bethany and Matthew Robinson and against Professor Jack
Higginbotham, the remarkable president of the OSU faculty senate who has risked his career to
help them!

Contact information for the OSU nuclear engineering department is:

EXHIBIT
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Phone: 541-737-2343
Fax: 541-737-4678
‘E-mail

Mailing address:
116 Radiation Center,
Corvallis, OR 97331-5902

Please also contact the president of OSU, Edward Ray:

Phone: 541-737-4133
Fax: 541-737-3033
E-mail

Mailing address:
600 Kerr Administration Building
Corvallis, OR 97331-2128

For more information or to take further action, please visit OregonStateOutrage.com.

Please ask these people why the destruction of the academic work and careers of these students
and Professor Higginbotham is so important that they are willing to sacrifice the good name of
Oregon State University.

Please ask them to stop the attacks on the Robinson students and Professor Higginbotham.

If you'd like to sound off on this issue, please take part in the WND poll.

Arthur Robinson, Ph.D., the 2010 Republican candidate for U.S. Congress in Oregon’s-4th
congressional district, is a research professor of chemistry and co-founder af the Oregon
Institute of Scierice and Medicine. After graduating from the California Institute of Technology
in 1963 and earning his Ph.D. from the University of California at San Diego, he served as a
UCSD faculty member until co-founding the Linus Pauling Institute of Science and Medicine
with Linus Pauling in 1973. In 1981, Dr. Robinson, his wife, chemist Laurelee Robinson,
physicist Martin Kamen, and later joined by Nobel-winning biochemist R. Bruce Merrtﬁeld
cofounded the Oregon Institute of Science and Medicine. In recent years, Dr. Robinson hds.also
directed the Petition Project, which has obtained the support dnd signatures.of more than 31,000
American scientists for a petition opposed — entirely on scientific grounds publzshed in peer
reviewed journals — to the hypothesis of “human-caused global warming.'
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Art Robinson’s family is under political attack. Please help!
Saturday, March 5, 2011 at 10:02PM
[Your Name Here}

Since:the November 2 election and.our announcement that we would rtin again against Democrat
Peter DeFazio in 2012, we have suffered some annoying personal and political attacks by thic
DeFazio political machine. While these attacks have cost us personally some time and money,
they were the sort of thing that many political candidates endure behind the scenes.

Unprecedented, however, has been an effort to arrange the expulsion of my three children,
Joshua, Bethany. and Matthew, from their graduate studies in nuclear engineering at Oregon
State University — a DeFazio political stronghold. This attack is, so far as 1 know, unprecedented
in American politics.

‘We need your help!

For the past 4 mounths, our lives have been so disrupled by this attack at OSU that we have been

distracted from our work, including work necessary to-prepare for the 2012.elections. This is.the
reason that you have heard so little [rom us since the election. We have been working to further

our scientific research and have made some preparations for 2012, buf not as many as we would
otherwise have done.

Please read the following account. When we decided to run against DeFazio, | expecled the
unprincipled campaign for which he is well known. | never dreamed, however, that “political

payback™ would include a campaign to destroy the education, career, and future of three of my
children who are outstanding graduate students in nuclear engineering at OSU.

Now, the only thing thal can save them and the embattlcd professar who risked his career to help
them is a public outcry in their favor.

Please read the following account and then, please help us with your letters, emails, phone calls,
and faxes to OSU.

Please, also, accept our deepest thanks and gratitude for your support.

Art

Democerats Attack Republican Candidate’s Children
By Art Robinson

Published at WorldNetDaily
http:/vwavawvnd.com/index. php? fa=PAGE.view& pageld=271753 on March 7, 2011

The Democrat Political Machine is Attacking Republican Congressional Candidate Art
Robinson’s Children and a Distinguished Nuclear Engineer at Oregon State University.
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Please help save these students and their courageous Professor.

In an effort to do my part in rescuing our country from the out-of-control Obama administration,
last year I ran for Congress in Oregon's 4th District against 12-term incumbent, far-left Democrat
Peter DeFazio, co-founder of the House Progressive Caucus.

Although I won the nominations of the Republican, Independent and Constitution Parties and the
endorsement of the Libertarian Party, a massive media smear campaign by DeFazio, paid for with
money raised by MoveOn.org and from special interests favored by DeFazio in Washington,
resulted in a 54.5 percent to 43.6 percent victory for DeFazio in a race that was expected to be
much closer.

Although I had never run for public office before, I immediately announced my candidacy for
Congress again in 2012.

However, when you take a stand for what's right, sometimes there is retribution.

On Nov. 4, 2010, as soon as the election results were in and they were sure their candidate had
won, faculty administrators at Oregon State University gave new meaning to the term "political
payback."

ey initiated an attack on my three children — Joshua, Bethany and Matthew — for the purpos€™
of throwing them all out of the OSU graduate school, despite their outstanding academic and
research accomplishments. OSU is a liberal socialist Democrat stronghold in Oregon that received
a reported $27 million in earmark funding from my opponent, Peter DeFazio, and his Democrat

colleagues during the last legislative session.

Thus, Democrat activist David Hamby and militant feminist and chairman of the nuclear
engineering department Kathryn Higley are expelling four-year Ph.D. student Joshua Robinson
from OSU at the end of the current academic quarter and turning over the prompt neutron
activation analysis facility Joshua built for his thesis work and all of his work in progress to
Higley's husband, Steven Reese. Reese, an instructor in the department, has stated that he will use
these things for his own professional gain. Joshua's apparatus, which he: built and added to the
OSU nuclear teactor with the guidance and ideas of his mentor, Michael Hartman, earned Joshua
the award for best Masters of Nuclear Engineering thesis at OSU and has been widely
complimented by scientists at prominent U.S. nuclear facilities.

Meanwhile, faculty member Todd Palmer notified four-year Ph.D. student Bethany Robinson
(OSU grade point average 3.89) that he was terminating her thesis work and taking all of her
work in progress for himself, Some of Bethany's graduate work has already been used, without
credit to Bethany, in the thesis of another favored student now recently hired on the department
faculty. '

Palmer, until recently married to a member of the OSU psychology faculty, is now married to
former OSU student Camille Lodwick. They are both facuity members in the nuclear engineering
department.

It is also rumored that Higley, a long-time associate of Palmer's and who is adamant that Bethany
leave OSU, may dislike Bethany because of criticism Higley received when department students
complained of sexual assault at wild drunken parties of OSU nuclear engineering students during
taxpayer-financed trips to scientific meetings. These incidents may have been more likely because
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Hig.ley had failed to report.to OSU authorities an earlier instance of milder sexual harassment
against Bethany, probably because Bethany — a brilliant but very mild-mannered, conservative,
=\ homeschooled Christian young lady — does not share Higley's views.

My children and I attempted to counter all these actions against us as they unfolded, but were
initially uncertain as to their ultimate intent. All became clear, however, when OSU faculty
administrators abruptly took a further and very serious prejudicial action toward Joshua. At that
point, OSU Professor of Nuclear Engineering Jack Higginbotham, who was privy to all of the
meetings and actions, warned us and came to our defense.

Professor Higginbotham, who also serves as president of the OSU Faculty Senate and director of
the Oregon NASA Space Science Consortium, has been a member of the OSU faculty for 24
years. He has held many responsible positions in the university and has received numerous
professional awards. Moreover, he is very widely admired for the many instances in which he has
g:;rei‘pmspei;‘:ial help to students at OSU. This is a man who thinks always of his students and never
o self,

Professor Higginbotham warned us that faculty administrators at OSU were working to make
certain that Joshua, his sister Bethany and, if possible, his brother Matthew. never receive Ph.D.
degrees in nuclear engineering from OSU, regardless of their examination, academic and research
performance. Professor Higginbotham then reviewed with us the details of the plan to destroy the
education of these students and advised me to do anything I could to protect my children.

Since November, a remarkable battle has been raging within OSU. I considered an immediate
public exposure of this plot and warned the faculty of this possibility, but instead my. family and I

~\ decided to try to prevent a scandal at OSU and save the students within the confines of OSU. We
fought these unprincipled academics on their own ground and held them off for four months. That
effort is, however, now failing, and Joshua and Bethany are both slated for dismissal from the
department of nuclear engineering very soon. Also, unless action is taken immediately, Professor
Higginbotham's career will be completely-destroyed.

Indeed, in retribution for Professor Higginbotham's efforts to protect the Robinson students from
these unprincipled attacks, he personally has become the target of a campaign of defamation,
vilification, persecution, Star-Chamber humiliation and other career-destroying actions
orchestrated by Higley and the other people who are attacking us.

Now nearing success is a disgraceful effort to strip Professor Higginbotham of his faculty position
and his research grants. His career now potentially in ruins, he is fighting back in hopes of saving
himself and the positions of the students and staff who depend upon him at OSU and who may
also lose their careers as collateral damage in these astonishing events.

The attack on Professor Higginbotham, if not stopped, may also destroy the graduate work of his
student, Matthew Robinson. Matthew (OSU grade point average 3.91) passed up a $57,000 per
year offer from the MIT graduate school so he could join his brother and sister at OSU two years

ago.

Demonstrating unanimity with the DeFazio cause, both responsible OSU deans and the president
of OSU, Edward Ray, have so far failed to halt these dishonorable and illegal actions. Ray, a

~ supporter of DeFazio on the campus, has refused even to meet with me or my son Joshua
concerning these events. Knowledgeable observers have concluded that orders for the attacks on
the Robinson students are coming from sources far above Ray in the Democrat political machine.
pr_JA__
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The department of nuclear engineering attracted the Robinson students to OSU during a better
day when it was directed by dxstmgunshed nuclear engineer José Reyes, who has now moved to
NuScale Power. The department was in the hands of a group of very outstanding nuclear
engineers. The ranks of these engineers have unfortunately been thinned by retirements and
departure to other universities, including Michael Hartman now at the University of Michigan, but
still mentoring Joshua. The engineers no longer control the department.

The department is now controlled by ideologues, most of whom do not have Ph.D.s in nuclear
engineering. Nepotistic husband-and-wife combinations and new hires of their own graduate
students have brought the department under the control of unprincipled people who have
enthusiastically participated in the attacks on the Robinson students and Professor Higginbotham
— attacks that have violated numerous OSU academic rules, several ]aws and the most basic
professional ethics.

Professor Higginbotham, Joshua, Bethany and Matthew Robinson can still be. rescued -~ but only
by immediate, intense public pressure.

OSU administrators think they can violate ethical academic standards of professional conduct,
break formal OSU rules and regulations, and even violate U.S. laws with impunity because, in any
resulting litigation, they would be défended by lawyers from the Oregon Department of Justice,
assuring that only students with huge sums of money and many years to invest in litigation can
oppose them. The Robinsons do not have those huge sums of money, and, moreover, they want
to complete their education ~ not receive money in exchange for the destruction of their education
and opportunities.

If these people succeed, a delighted Peter DeFazio will be able to brag to the voters that the
Robinson children were thrown out of Oregon State University. Why else but to favor DeFazio
would the OSU administration condone seemingly irrational actions that are potentially so
damaging to the reputation of the university? OSU dances to the tune of the Democrat machine,
and DeFazio controls that machine.

As thmgs stand today, Jack Higginbotham and his students dnd. staff, dlong with Joshua Robinson.

* are in immediate danger. Bethany Robinson is slated for-dismissal soci"after and without'the

Ph.D. that she has nearly completed. The dismissal of Matthew Robinson.may- not be: far. behind.
And the danger to Professor Higginbotham's other students is likewise very high.

Please don't let this happen!

Please notify OSU of your interest in this matter and urge the university to stop its destructive
actions against Joshua, Bethany and Matthew Robinson and against Professor Jack
Higginbotham, the remarkable president of the OSU faculty senate who has risked his career to
help them!

Contact information for the OSU nuclear engineering department is: Phone: 541-737-2343. Fax:
541-737-4678. E-mail: joan.stueve@oregonstate.edu. Mailing address: 116 Radiation Center,
Corvallis, OR 97331-5902.

Please also contact the President of OSU, Edward Ray. Phone: 541-737-4133. Fax:
541-737-3033. E-mail: pres.office@oregonstate.edu. Mailing address: 600 Kerr Administration
Building, Corvallis, OR 97331-2128.
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The email address of the OSU Vice-President for University Relations and Marketing, Todd
Simmons, is todd.simmons@oregonstate.edu

For more information or to take further action, please visit: www.OregonStateQutrage.com.

Please ask these people why the destruction of the academic work and careers of these. students
and Professor Higginbotham is so important that they are willing to sacrifice the good name of
Oregon State University.

Please ask them to stop the attacks on the Robinson students and Professor Higginbotham.

Further details and regular updates regarding this issue will be posted by Art Robinson at
www.OregonStateQutrage.com.

Arthur Robinson, Ph.D., the 2010 Republican candidate for U.S. Congress in Oregon's 4th
congressional district, is a research professor of chemistry and-co-founder of the Oregon
Institute of Science and Medicine. After graduating from the California Institute of Technology
in 1963 and earning his Ph.D. from the University of California at San Diego, he served as:a
UCSD faculty member until co-founding the Linus Pauling Institute of Science.and Medicine
with Linus Pauling in 1973. In 1981, Dr. Robinson, his wife, chemist Laurelee Robinson,
physicist Martin Kamen, and lateF joined by Nobel-winning biochemisi:R. Bruce Merrifield,
cofounded the Oregon Institute. of Science and Mediéine. In ecent years, Dr: Robinson has also
directed the Petition Project, which has: obtained the support-arid signatures .of more than 31,000
American scientists for a petition opposed — entirelyoni scientific: grounds published in peer
reviewed journals — to the hypothesis of "human-caused global warming."

Article originally appeared on Oregon State Outrage (http://www.oregonstateoutrage.com/).
See website for complete artide licensing Information.
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Minor Mistake

Lester, Nichole <nichole.lester@cbsoutdoor.com> Mon, Oct 22, 2012 at 12:54 PM
To: Eric Cole <eric@defazioforcongress.org>

Hi Eric,

it has been brought to my attention that the "PAID FOR BY PETER DEFAZIO FOR CONGRESS" was not

included on the artwork on the CBS billboard that is located on I-5 in Sutherlin, Oregon. It is my deepest
.apologies that it was my fault, for | was the one to approve the artwork and sent it off to productioi: If was
~an honesi mlslake with no ill intent; we-.are currently working on-a solution to fix this m|stake
| have attached the original artwork that shows the "PAID FOR BY PETER DEFAZIO FOR CONGRESS"
and was used on ather CBS billboard in the state of Oregon and the artwork that was approved without the
"PAID FOR BY PETER DEFAZIO FOR CONGRESS" that is currently on the Sutherlin billboard. As soon as
a solution is decided | will be in contact; thanks for your understanding!
A Kind Regards,
Nichole Lester
Account Exsculive
Eugene, OR 97404
C
0:.541.607.9355
F: 541.607.9384
E: nichole.lester@CBSOutdoor.com
*e . Y al
vz OCBS
- OUTDOOR
- EXH,B’T /,\'/
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Liz Cooney <liz@defazloforcongress.org>

Attribution 6inissioh ététefnént |

Davld Funk <david@bellandfunk.com> Wed, Oct 24, '2012 at 5:24 PM
To: Liz Cooney <liz@defazioforcongress.org>
Cec: David Funk <david@bellandfunk.com>, Jen Bell <Jen@bellandfunk.com>

Hi Liz,
Does this statement cover the situation adequately?

We sincerély‘apologize for failing to include'the-"Paid-for by. Peter DeFazio for Congress" disclaimer on the
digital. billbéard inthé:Corvallis: market In g.very-short timeframe, we created 29 print ads that are running in
21 newspapers..5 pritt billboards‘and 2 digital blllboards All but the digital ads in Corvallls included the
.disclaimer. It was an’ ovarsnght on our part,. Proofs.of the billboard ads.were sent to the cllent. They forwarded
them to the media representative for the billboard company. Unfortunately, the client overlooked the missing
disclaimer before forwarding. We were notified of the error by the client on 10/22 at 11 am and sent revised
flles by 12:15pm the same day.

David Funk

bell+funk

RESEARCH » BRAHDING « DESIGN » MARKETIRG

Our new location:
44 West Broadway. Suite #210, Eugene, Oregon 97401

——-——_
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b/Coogle*

FW: The DeFazuo Files: A legacy of corporatlsm

Liz Cooney <Ilz@defazloforcongress org> ) Wed.--Oclt. 2-4..20-1 2at7:13 PM
To: Liz Cooney <liz@defazioforcongress.org>

|
- Peter DeFazlo poses as an independant foa of spaclal Intarestis and "Wall Is this emall not dispigying correctly?
,d'b\ Street”. He claims to be *independent as Oregon.” The truth is the opposite. ‘View It In your browser.
———FOI_?. U_ s*commsss BB
oo PR N
The DeFazio Files:
A legacy of coporatism
Peter DeFazio poses as an independent foe of special interests and “Wall Street”. He
clalms to be “Independent as Oregon.”
The truth Is the opposite. DeFazio's FEC campaign filings show contributlons from 45 Wall
Street listed corporations. The filings also show 47 additional corporate and union
sponsors — a total of 92 such to which DeFazio is beholden.
"\
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DeFazio for Congress Mail - FW: The DeFazio Files: A legacy of co...  https:/mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=ec9f32c064& view=pi&..,

L_gggfva*llsirl“_\?\léshné%n This corruption, and the natlonal resources that it absorbs, Is
a major reason for the economic difficulties that now beset all Americans — especlally the

poor &ghd mlddle class.

An independent investigating organization has created a web presentation entitled the
“DeFazio Files: A Legacy of Corporatism.” The presentation includes a graphic with
detail about each corporate connection. The web link is

www.DCSleuth,com

This link provides not only much sound factual material, but also comment that is
obviously anti-DeFazio. Some of this material is controversial. Our campaign does not

endorse everything in this web link. Thekink ?aaé'é'—,\_név!everPcorrectly_expose thetrug”

njﬁre of the DeFazjo congressionai‘office, Whick'is. &’ combmatlon of llberal Soiialist -
B?L’-‘-’:Eﬁ lmplemented by unprincipled corporatism.

We appreciate the efforts of DCSleuth.com, and we encourage you to support their
work and pursue similar efforts, yourself. Together we can make a difference.

M‘;ny.DeEazno veters support hIs representatlen because of h|s Ilberal socnahst-agenda lt
he,wever«they alse Kknew' the extent ofhis corrupt vbrporate activities, which are the -’
pr-zmary way in which he ennches hlmse!f pollﬂwlly and personally, they ‘would Ilkery

.change thelr ‘minds. That's one rezson why ‘efforts like DCSleuth.com are so important...

—EI

they expose links between Big Governmerit and Blg Corruption.

We- use the word con'uptlon here Mr. DeFazno is corrupt. Let us explain, by example.
exacﬂy ‘What we migan:

When a special interest lobbyist (corporate, union, or otherwise) visits a congressman, the
conversation should go in this way:

Con-gressman: “It's nice to see you Henry. Give my regards to your wife and family. |
greatly enjoyed seeing you all at the event last month.

“Regarding, however, this special favor you are requesting for your client, it is
unconstitutional. Since | am sworn to uphold the Constitution, it would be wrong for me to
give your client the public money and preference he deslres. | cannot help you..Have a
nice day.”

Instead, in DeFazio's oﬂ'lce and in many other congressional offices, the congressman's
reply is, :
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' Congressman: "Good idea Henry. Let's make a deal.”

As hundreds of such deals are made by DeFazio, he builds a war chest of special interest

campaign donors whose cash enables him to remain in office. As thousands of such deals

are made all over Capitol Hill, the American people are gradually soid out to the “winners”

picked by corrupt politicians. Those interests that don't make such deals become the

“losers.” Along with the American people.

Become A Volunteer! Donate Today

People just like you are helping bring Every contribution, no matter the size,

honesty and integrity back to will help us spread the message. With
oo Washington D.C. Meet new people, your continued support we expect nothing

have fun, support the cause, make a shorit of victory in November,

difference in 2012!

Click here to make a donation.
Click here to become a volunteer.
follow on Twiller | friend on Facebook | forward to a friend

Copyright: ®:2072 Al. Robinson -foi Congress; All righis.reserved.

Thank you for supportlng theArl Robinisgn for Congress

Campalgn ‘Should you wush 1o be remaoved i from. ihis Tisi, please

a lifik-below. Federal law regquires us'to use-our bes! efforis

to collect and report the name, mailing address, occupation and

name of employer of individuals whose contributions exceed $200

In a calendar year.

Our mailing address is:

Art Robinson for Congress

P.O. Box 1250

Cave Junction, OR 97523

Add us to your address book

unsubscribe from this list | update subscription preferences

EXHIBIT £ _
PAGE & OF LS
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Pald for by. Art Robinson for Congress:

Confidentiality Notice: Unless expressly stated otherwise, this message is confidential and may be privileged.
Itis intended for the. addressee(s) only. Access to this e-mall by anyone else ls unauthorized. If you are.not an
addressee, any disclosure or copying of the contents of this e-mall-or aniy action taken (of not taken) in
relfance on It is unauthorized and may be unlawful, If you are not an addressee, please lnform the sender
immediately.

o,
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'ﬂ G C’% l B Liz Cooney <liz@defazioforcongress.org>

1 of4

wt..mslﬂ

FW: Taxation Without Representation

3 messages

Friy Jun 1,2012 at 9:31 AM

TODAY is tho ast day lo.participate in Ar's money bamb. Is this emall nol displaying correcily?
View It in your browser,

Today is the the last day to participate in our "Momentum Money Bomb." If you have not
already please click here to make a contribution of any sizel

Below we have included an important message we sent our supporters yesterday:

S F;"-"'. o
SRR

Fieusandis el Sattin. s AR
SRR

'I.ﬁﬁhwf,x'lﬂl TOERE R

- -
. . “
- .

America's experiment in government has led to a level of individual liberty never before
achieved in history. We should, however, not hold this level of liberty as our litmus test. We
should always strive for the highest amount of individual liberty possible. Unfortunately, the
founder's vision of a self governing republic is under attack by a small group of “planners”
and “do-gooders™ in Washington D.C.

Our problem is not the 1%, it is not the 99%; it is the 0.001% in Washington who want to control

xR
PAGE/_OF /D
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the Ilves of_all 100% They seek to enslave us ail.

BT ' : The planners feel they are smarier than us and that
they must save us from ourselves... So they create
their departments, they over-regulate our businesses,
tell us what we can consume, what we can do in our
own homes, what type of medical care we're allowed,
they've even gone so far as to redistribute our
wealth.

: Worse slill they've done so at a great cost; our children
and grandchildren will be forced to pay down our unsustainable national debt. If this isn't
taxation without representation what is? We must stop this now!

People are ready to get back to an America as envisioned by our founders.

Because of this, our message of limited government and individual liberty is resonating with "We
the People" and has created a huge amount of momentum behind our campaign.

We need you to stand with us more now than ever so that we can strike while the iron is hot!
Our grassroots supporters have scheduled a money bomb TODAY'

You see our opponent is one of the most leflist
"do-gooders” in Congress, even more radical than
Obama himself. DeFazio calls on Obama to “act more
like a Democrat”’ and he opposed Obama's stimuius
bill ... because it didn’l contain enough spending or tax ;
increases. h
He goes.to great lengths to style himself as a populist
hero but the only "solutions” he offers are bigge'r
government more spending, and higher taxes.
soilitionst, benefit the crony.capilalists and spetial:interests that fillhis:campaign:..
‘coffersiot:thertaxpayers whose: pockets.he is:emptyingXThese®solutiorist:are.in-effecl.a.
transfer:of, wealthfromsAmerican:citizens to his.special.interest buddies.

On September 15, 2011 DeFazio told the New York Times, “I have been very unequivocal. No
more fax cuts,” and in an April 11, 2011 msNBC interview he calls for tax increases for "working
famuhes and Iarge tax mcreases for “wealthy" Americans.

: b Why is DeFazio opposed to tax culs" Because DeFazuo
Wants'you to think'he ‘knows how to* spend your money
better:than you do:so.he can give itio his corporahst
buddies who will return the favor with farge dorationsto

et
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DeFazio's cainpaign committee;"For: instance on the
House'floor ori-June 22; 2011 DéFazio" "biatantly begs
for.more graft: "How about instead of-more fax cuts ...
howabout $220 billion of real investmient In our

crur'nb'ling"n'a'tié'ﬁiﬁ‘i'r'\'fFéi'Et"FUEfﬁsz"?""r

DeFazio's 'sé-c‘a_lled $220 billion-"real investment.in infrastructure” would go straight to those who
fund.his re-election campaigns. | -
Through March 31, 2012, 50% of the campaign contributions made to DeFazio came. directly
from Wail Street, corporate and other special interest groups for whom he does favors with
taxpayer resources.

Unlike DeFazio we rely on contributions from Individual supporters such as yourseif to
fund our campaign. Pleasé click here to contribute during today's moneybomb.

Even money DeFazio purportedly receives from “individuals” is crony capitalism in disguise.
During a recent DeFazio FEC report of $10,400 in contributions from individuals (May 2, 2012),
$7,400 of DeFazio's "individual” contributions actually came. from corporate executlves $2,000
came from an executive's wife; and $1,000 from a “retired” executive.

THese: :carporations;recelve ‘special treatment from :DeFazio at public expense. In two
cases, high executives in the corporations are disguised in the FEC report as mere workers
when they are actually CEOs of the corporations. This sort of shenanigan is hidden corporatism

or crony capitalism.
In this 2012 campaign Art has been 100% funded by contributions from concerned

individuals.

We cannot afford te send Peter Defazio back for a 14th term in the U.S. House. The
Big-government "solutions" promoted by DeFazio lead to higher costs, lower quality and
ultimately to failure. America's prosperity has its roots in voluntary choice and freedom.

If the momentum our campaign has bullt so far continues, Art will replace DeFazio and vote to
stop the swindling of Americans by corrupt Washington pdliticians and work to restore our lost
liberties.

Butifor this momentum to continue. and for Artite:win, we.need your finanhtial held foday!

5 Support Art Today!

N By

.. 3 ‘x 3 ‘v& “f <.|
S ‘ﬁfb’“ YR

For Our Country,
_Art Robinson for Congress Campaign

Forward to a.Friend

orer_ (R
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Copyright ©:2012 Art Robinson for.Congress, Al rights. reserved..
Thank you-for supporung the ArtiRobinson:for Congress.
Campalgn Stiould.you wish to.be- removed from this list, please.
click thi link: below Federal law. requires. .us {o use.our bestefforts
"to. collect and: report the hame, malling address. occupation:énd
_name of employer -of Individuals whosé contributions exceed $200-
in a calendar year.

Our malling address is:

At Robinson for Congress
P.O. Box 1250
-Cave Junction, OR- 97523
Add us to your-address: book
Paid for by Art for" Congress

https://mail.google.co_m/maii/u/O/?ui.=2&i_k=ec9t32c‘064&view=p_f&...
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Fwd: Starting off with a bang https:/lmail.google.com/maiVu/O/?ui=2&ik=ec9f32c064&v)iew=;;t&.._.

Liz Cooney <liz@defazloforcongress.org>

6/25/12----- Fwd Startmg off W|th a bang

Liz Cooney <|iz@defazloforcongress org> . | TueOct 23 2012 ;t 3:5ﬁ PM
To: Liz Cooney <liz@defazioforcongress.org>

Because of supporters ke you we've already achleved many oulstanding things Is this emall not displaying corractly?
In this campalgn. View i In your browser.

~ " ¢ Art Robinson for U.S. Congress
| .
.+ Continue the Momentum
#  The 2012 Art for Congress Campaign has started off with a
i BANGI
I .
Because of supporters like you we've already achieved many outstanding things in this
i, campaign:
» We recelved more than 97% of the. vote In the primary.
1 s Art released his new book Common Sense in 2012 and we've raised over $150,000
' in order to distribute copies to swing voters.
' » Our Facebook page has over 120,000 follow_ers and is continuing to gain new
supporters,
¢ The campaign's website has received over 20,000 unique visltors this year.
* Art has spoken at dozens of events so far and wlll speak at hundreds before
November.
¢ Thousands of campaigh signs and car magnets have been made and will be
= | distributed by volunteers starting this summer.
¥ s The campalgn has been featured in the national and local print press and on @
] EXHIBIT
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radio and TV stations.

With the primary election behind us we are setting our sights on another victory in

; November but we cannot win without your continued financlal support. That is why
l .we are announcing a “Continue the Momentum" money bomb this Monday 5/28/2012.

! We are allowmg people on our e-mall list to make early contributions to the money bomb

i -Click here to don

: In this 2012 campaign Art has been 100% funded by contributions from concerned
| Individuals across this country. On the other hand, DeFazio continues to fil his

i campaign's pockets with the money of special Interests with the help of extreme leftist
! groups llke MoveOn.org and radicals like Rachael Maddow.
|

«Efﬁmmney@sﬁ@lgmrﬁdﬂédlmnewm m'vld@wgmm tallsm ln
disguis®: During a recent DeFazio FEC report of $10,400 In contributions from lndlvlduals

(May 2, 2012), $7,400 of DeFazio's “individual® contributions actually came from corporate
executives; $2,000 came from an executive's wife; and $1,000 from a “retired” executive.

THeEseEérperations réceive:specialtreatment.from.DeFazio.at:public-expenses.In two
cases, high executives in the corporations are disguised in the FEC report as mere
workers, when they are actually CEOs of the corporations. This sort of shenanigan is
hidden corporatism or crony capitalism.

With your help and the help of other true individual supporters of liberty like you, we ¢an
beat back these forces working to make America less free.

Please help us make this effort a success by making an early contribution TODAY, Click
this special link that will be counted towards Monday's total

Remember prominent people and organizations such as the newspaper Human Events
are predicting a win for Art Robinson this November so it is very iImportant we make
sure that we have the funds we need to take on Peter DeFazio and his bl,d government
buddies back in D.C.

- "

Please m'ake siare to click here to make an early. contribution to the money bomb

today (this donation will be counted towards Monday's money bomb total).

Thanks again for your continued support and dedication to our campaign. EXHIBIT < ; )
PAGE & oF ().
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i Become a Volunteer! Donate Today!|
Become A Volunteer! . Donate Today
People just like you are helping bring Every contribution, no matter the size,
honesty and integrity back to ’ will help us spread the message. With
Washington D.C. Meet new people, your continued support we expect nothing
have fun, support the cause, make a short of victory in November.
difference in 2012!

Click here to make a donation.
1 Click here to become a volunteer.
Eorward fo a Friend

Copyiight © 201 2.Ar Rabinsen for Congress; All fights reserved..
ThHank you for supporting.the Art Robirsen for Congress
Campalgn ‘Sheuld you wish to be rémoved {fom this list, please:
click the (ink below: Federal ldW requires.us to use our bes! effarls

; {6.collect:and repert-the name, mailing address, occupalion and.

! name of emplayer of mdlwduals vthose contribulions, exceed $200

M I in a calendar year.
Our mailing address Is:
Art Robinson for Congress
P.O. Box 1250
Cave Junction, OR 87523
‘Add us to your address book
unsubscribe from this lisl | update subscription preferences
Paid for by .ArHor Congress

!

!

]

o~
Confldentlahty Notice: Unless expressly stated otherwise, this message is confidential and mWBlT @

; privileged. It is intended for the addressee(s) only. Access to this e-mail by anyone else is unaﬂxggzedm
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™\ GMa l l _ Liz Cooney <liz@defazioforcongress.org>

by Codgle

5/1 6/13.’----Fw&: FW: Matthew Robfﬁson én& ée-ef

1 message

Tue, Oct 23, 2012 at.3;.28 P'M

lgn and with his resuli. He gave Democrats Is this elmall not displaying correctly?
View 1l In your browser

1am delighted with Matthew's cam
ur browser.

in Dlst;.i,clq 4 an opporiuntly to vote 8? 8 young man who is 1,000 imes more
principlsd and capable than M. DeFazlo.

Art Robinson for U.S. Congress

- Matthew Robinson and Beer

The Democrat hewspapers are busy spinning DeFazio's “‘win" over Matthew in the
Democrat primary as a great victory. Actually, the DeFazio people are very alarmed.

Matthew won 20%, 17%, 16%, 15%, 13%, 7%, and 6% of the Democrat votes in
Josephine, Linn, Coos, Douglas, Curry, Benton, and Lane counties, respectively.
Matthew's overall percentage was twice the Democrat registration edge in District 4. If we
o~ win this much of the Democrat vote in November and don't lose too many Republicans
and Independents, we will win the election.
EXHIBIT Q .
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In order to do this well at all, DeFazio threw a very expensive campaign of lies at Matthew.
Matthew's campaign consisted of a few speeches and one excellent campalgn flier that he
wrote. This was all he could afford. Thanks to all of you who helped him pay for this!

But, how Is this related to beer? Well, beer company executives. paid for part of DeFazio's
unprincipled campaign against Matthew.

YoUREE WIS SRaIyTaiingortighertaxesoRheABR B Sis s vipaistigaaibil
(HR 4278, 111™ Congress) toWlowertxesonbesicompaniessSaas 18i6stEmany;:«
nuthgroussheernterests:areigiving-DefaziocampaignicashaTaxes:should;be:owéted on
-everyonesTaking;campaignsgashiniexchangEForIEWErAgSpeclal intérestitaxesils comypt.
(| personally like.beer. But, | dislike corruption.)

“Comiptlontnashingtor:iasbecomesso.penasive that deals like this.are considered just

businessaslistalsBeRaziolsiboitptiohumakesmotheadlipnesibecause:self:sening:deals:
WithsloBbYIStsraressaieommonzie

The U.S. tax code Is 60,000 pages. Why? It certainly does not take 60,000 pages to

r~ describe the taxes that ordinary Americans are required to pay. It takes a lot of pages to
cover the deals that members of Congress have made to manipulate the tax-system in
favor special interests that give tiem campaign cash in retum.

| am delighted with Matthew's campaign and with his result. He gave Democrats in District
4 an opportunity to vote fora young man who is 1,000 times more principled and capable
than Mr. DeFazio.

Now, | just have to figure out how to get Matthew to endorse me and ask his voters to vote
for me In the general election] (Actually, he has already agreed to do so.)

Art Robinson

Become g Volunteer| Donate Today!|

Become A Volunteer! Donate Today

o~ People just like you are helping bring Every contribution, no matter the size,
honesty and integrity back to will help us spread the message. With

EXHIBIT &
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your continued support we expect nothing
short of victory in November.

Click here to make a donation.

~— Washington D.C. Meet new people,
have fun, support the cause, make a
difference in 2012!
Click here to become a volunteer.
Copyright-® 2012 Arl Robinsen for'Gongress; All iighls, reserved.
l Thank-you for-suppéiting the Arl Robirson for Congress'
7 .Campalgn Shouid you. wish tg bie'removed trom this list, piease
0 cliék the link.below. Federal lav- requires us lo.use our-bést.effarts
4 la collect and report the.name, mailing address, occupalion*and
4 name of employer of indlviduals whose'cantributions exceed $200
4 in a calendar year.
1‘ Our malling address is:
Art Robinson for Congress
B P.O. Box 1250
8 Cave Junction, OR 97523
5 Add us to your address book
— unsubscribe from {his list | update subscription preferences
Pald for by Art for Congress
Confidentiality Notice: Unless expressly stated otherwise; this message is-confis dential and may be privileged.
Itis intended for the addressee(s) only. Access to this e-mail by anyorie else is unauthorlzed If you are not an
addressee, any disclosure or copying of the contents of this e-mail 6 any action laken {or.not takén) in
reliance on it is unauthorized and may be unlawful. If you-are-not an“addressee, please inform theisender
immaediately,
.
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el a E i Liz Cooney <liz@defazioforcongress.org>
v Coogle

FW: DeFazio claims .tha't YOU are a Mil!ion:;ire.

1 message
Sat, Jul 21, 2012 at 12:56 PM
DeFazlo's e-mail alone should disqualily him from holding public office. As a 25 Is this email not displaying correctly?
year career palitician, he knows thal il is imposslble ... Miew [ in your browser.
T hA 2 B O T T W T = Rrx
EERNELEE SRR

- ART ROBINSON

—FOR U.S. GONGRESS —_

J—t,-:b'; P T X PR ;:_—_'- "‘.! ."-..‘.- .‘. :'-:’_-\',' '_:4- ,M.qv-_
B ﬂalg ni&\m ,!"EE:-,E, "D‘#;.h._. D e S AR A ;_.: ,,ms:r", o

Dear Friends,

Did you know that you are millionaires? This i§ probably news to you, but Peter DeFazio
is using this claim to raise. money.

In an e-mail sent oul by DeFazio this morning (July 20, 2012 at 11:00 AM), DeFazio
laments the fact that we outraised him this quarter and claims "Art Robinson's ultra- -
wealthy friends outside of Oregon opened up.their wallets, and poured money into his
campaign". He then goes on to refer to our contributors as a "handful of out-of-stale
millionaires and billionaires".

Of course, DeFazio is lying to potential donors to his campaign. His e-mail (which is
shor) actually contains at least 6 different falsehoods about us.

Supporters like yourself are the actual source of our contributions - so you must be the
“millionaires and billionaires". The "handful" this time 'was actually 1,562 Americans of _ e~

EXHIBIT O&
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ordinary means, whose contributions averaged $110 each.

We usually outraise DeFazio when just contributions from Individuals are counted. This
time, because of your generosity, we managed to raise a littie more than him even
including all of his special interest money. DeFazio had $645,000 in his bank account as of
June 30th, so he still has far more more campaign funds than we do.

DeFazio's e-mall alone should disqualify him from holding public office. As a 25 year
career politiclan, he knows that it is Impossible for a handful of people to "pour' money
into a congressional campaign. Contributions to campaigns are limited, by law, to $2,500
per individual (special interest PACs can give up to $5,000 but we received no PAC money.
this quarter) :

Since we started our campaign against Peter DeFazio, we have received more than
15,000 individual contributions from grassroots supporters like you. Most of these
are In small amounts. More than half of the contributions we have received have been $50

or less.

Wﬁmﬁ’%‘hwaﬁﬁﬁﬁb’ﬁﬁvmdﬁheIp‘““fo:pértlall RofSEtthe Gl state’ speclal
a Imerhsl»xsupp.emthat@eEazlo*recleves‘#(He‘hagTe‘ée‘w‘“ed"more’ than:$518i606" A campaign
contdbutibnsFrérm:mostlyibutzof:state: Wall; Streetdisted corporations:and other corporate
andilidigstry-grotps-that4ié-588 improper NG or inNASHIRgton.);

About 43% of our contributions come from Oregon residents and 99% of the rest is from
concerned individual contributors (not corporations and special interests) all across
America \_Nho recognize that a congressman's actions affect all Americans and not just
those in his district. '

| talk to many supporters every day. They have told me countless times "l wish | could
contribute more to your campaign, but we just can't afford too!". Many of them then go on
to tell me that they will send $25 next month anyway. Of course, | always explain that what
we need is to get our message out, and, if they can talk to a few friends and neighbors,
that Is even more valuable to us than money - since we actually need votes to win. | often
find myself telllng' them not to send money if they can't afford it.

Unfortunately, we must raise the funds to run a successful campaign, or Peter
DeFazlo's actions are going to continue to cause all Americans, including the. citizen's
of Oregon District 4, to become poorer.

Our campalgn, although generously supported by Individuals like you, has always
been underfunded. We find ways to economize and work mostly with volunteers (WeRhBIT (g Q

PAGE
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a lot of fun!) in order to make up for it - but some things have to be paid for.

= We:MUST.réplace DeFazio: Qur country-can no longer afford to have corrupt politicians
~IiKE Hir iff office’ "

Best Regards,

Noah

P.S. If you can afford to help, please do so "(_WWW}'__Ai-'tF'drCQ,nqr.e‘s;s_-.icom')a your
contributions are extremely important to us: This'won't agtually make:you-into a millionaire,

but if we can get rid of DeFazio and the.other dis_,_h‘ones__! career politicians like him, we will
all be better off.

¢ N = I

DONALE: .

Become A Volunteer! Donate Today

Peopie just like you are hélping bring Every contrlbutibn, no matter the size,
thonesty and integrity back to will help us spread the message. With
Washington D.C. Meet new people, your continued support we expect nothing
‘have fun, support the cause, make a " short of victory in November.

difference in 2012!
Click here to make a donation.

Click here to become a volunteer.

follow on Twilter | friend on Facebook | forward to a friend
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Robinson to DeFazio: "You aré a
dishonorable liar'

Originally printed at http://www.kval.com/news/local/105230658.html!
By Glen Beeby KPIC News October 18, 2010

ROSEBURG, Ore. ~Itwasa sellout crowd at the Douglas County Fairgrounds for the Roseburg
Chamber of Commerce debate Monday afternoon, with everyone wanting to hear from all of the
candidates for the 4th Congressional District.

There were several supporters of democratic incumbent Peter DeFazio, as well as several for the
republican challenger Art Robinson.

They were also joined by a green party candidate Mike Beilstein of Corvallis.

Topics that wére brought up ranged from social security to timber issues, and the hotly contested

~alth care bill.

Robinson spoke against the health care bill and his opponent's vote; saying, "The record of
government, I think speaks for itself. 300 new bureaucracies who will decide who will be sick and
who will be well, who will live and who will die. That is not compatible with a free country."

DeFazio defended his Yes vote on the health care bill, saying he made Medicare for Oregonians

more fair, as well as not allowing insurance companies to take advantage of people. "Have you ever

been to your doctor when they want a procedure, and they say, "Oh well, we got to have someone-
call the insurance company to get that procedure?” Do you know anyone who has ever gotten their
policy cancelled because they got sick? It's a dirty little thing called rescission, the industry has
done it, that is now outlawed," said DeFazio.

The debate did get testy at certain points, when Robinson complained several times that the event
was not opened to the public, and some of his supporters were turned away because the event was
only for chamber members and their guests.

There was also a heated moment during DeFazio's closing remarks, when he made accusations
about Robinson's record. Robinson interrupted him, saying DeFazio was taking it out of context.

-~

Page 1 of 2

.. +hey both called each other liars, and there were cheers and boos from the crowd.. EXHIBIT K

After the debate, as he walked away from the table, Robinson let DeFazio know how he felt. NeRAGE / GI-J\
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of +L,em seemed to realize the mic was still on as Robmson told DeFazio, "Let me tell you
somethmg, you are a dishoriorable liar." :

.
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. X

_ fazio re%pli‘ed. “Sir, ;you"re pathological.”
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DeFazio for Congress Mail - FW: Ant Robinson Calls Qut Peter DeFazio butps://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/ni=2& ik=ec9f32c064 & view=pt&...,

. L
P .
: d l g Liz Cooney <liz@defazioforcongress.org>

trl.oogle

FW: Art Robinson Calls Out Peter DeFazio

1 message
. Sal, Jul 21, 2012 al 1:08 PM
i
"The public already knows, Peler, thal you are a liar. Do you really want (o be ts this email not displaying correcily?
know/n as a coward, (oa? View it in vous browser.

—FORU.S. CONGRESS —

- L34 % t"i.
Trpdaeidsiinanad uj‘.L?,ﬁ AT
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Art Robinson Calls Ou_t Peter DeFazio

. “Ehegpublic.already.knows, Eeter,.that.you.are a.liar.Do.you,.reallyswant
© te*berknown as &' c6Ward: too?Why-don't you stand up.and debate, me in
- events+in which-we ask each-other-questions and the public — freely -
admitted to the-event — evaluates our answers? If you can overcome. -
: your fear; if you can face me man to man in.actual. timed; back and forth.
. debates of the real political issues ~— rather than continuing to hide
yourself behind “moderators” and “forums” where rules made by you and
Vyour friends protect you'from your-opponent, you might at |_ea._s_f rise to
theJdevel-of-a cotirageous liar — a level cop_squerabl_y_.h[ghgn__’_thgr:_]- your

current situation:” .
EXHIBIT _ S
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~ : ~Art Robinson |
(See ful_l _Ietter to DeFazio below.)

July, 18, 2012

Congressman Peter DeFazio

P.O. Box 1316

Springfield, OR 97477

Dear Congressman DeFazio,

Your recent “reply” to my debate challenge is just more of the same sort of falsehoods and
cowardice that we have come to expect from you during the past two years. You are
apparently unable to tell the truth even long enough to arange debate events with your
opponent. _

On June 7, 2012 on the floor of the U. S. House of Representatives, you yelled and _
pointed at a Marine Corps veteran, Congressman Paul Broun, arid claimed to all listeners.
that he hates his country. When this Marine challenged your claim, you compounded your
lie with yet another lie in a falled attempt to escape from the truth. Afterward, you refused
1o apologize to him and branded the other concerned congressmen as “idiots.” (See
www.politico.com, June 8, 2012)

| know how this Marine must feel. For two years you haveé told one lie after another
about my family and about me In your attempt to ruin our personal and professional
reputations. In my book Common Sense in 2012 (which is now in the homes of a majority
of District 4 voters and which you claim to have read), | list 15 specific falsehoods that you
have told about us during your ongolng smear campaign — and [ provide answers to your
claims. '

Also, of course, you continually misrepresent political issues, too. The truth, when known
and understood by a majority of the voters, will end your political career.

Consider just three examples.

Guscllng;prices, woulg%ke,to ask.you.aboutyourco:shoHsrShip in Y CongressTarf.R.
1683:00:Apfil- 252009 THIS Bilk-w e uld ‘amandihe 1RS eode-togradually raise.faxes on
motor fuels:In the Umted,States through a permlt system .until the use.of motor fuels by

)

-,_Am.t?.ncans gomg -to.adapt to a one-fifth:ration of motor fuel? -

=ThIgtak: Wéuld ‘canse:the -cb_stzqug'a'soline-._tozs'kyrocke't-»to'-.more' than$10 per-galion
arﬁ%ﬁgﬁi‘ ae ﬁ’fdh ae "$20°per.gallon..Yet, simultaneously with cosponsoring this bill,
you loudly complain that gasoline prices are too high and claim that you are working to
reduce those prices. How does H. R. 1683 reduce prices?

Education. | would like to ask you about your “no” vote against amending H.R. 2556 en
an September 5, 2003, to provide school vouchers for Washington, D.C.'s mostly African

EXHIBIT S
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‘) American students? Parents want these vouchers so that their children can attend the
better schools. Fortunately, the bill passed over your “no” vote, and, as a result, the high
school graduation rate of these mostly poor and disadvantaged minority students
increased and the cost of educating them decreased. Yet, when the voucher program was
up for renewal under H.R. 471, you again voted “no” on March 30, 2011 in another failed
attempt to kill this program. Why do you still oppose this successful education program for
D.C. students?

You have also voted against merit pay for teachers, teacher testing, tenure reform, charter
schools, education savings accounts, and state walvers from federal rules. Why do you
(and the big education monopoly you pander to) oppose these attempts to Improve
American schools?
During my lifetime in education at the K through 12, college undergraduate, and
university graduate school levels, [ have taught many thousands of students. So far
as | know, you have never taught a single student. Yet, you constantly clalm that |
am anti-education and that you are pro-education. (You buttress your claims about me
by word-searching the large amount | have written during a lifetime in education and
pulling out of context tiny bits and pieces, while ignoring the rest.) In a free discussion .
about education between the two of us, your duplicity would be immediately apparent.
Wall Street. | would like to ask you about your many campaign advertisements and fund
~ raising letters In whi¢h you continually claim to be “targeted” for defeat by Wall Street and
paint me as a Wall Street shill.
During your campaigns against me, you have received (as of April 2012) $264,499 in
campaign contributions from 45 Wall Street listed corporations; $254,100 from 67 other
corporate and industry groups; and a great many large “indlvidual” contributions from Wall
Street CEOs (the exact numbers are uncertain because many of these are disguisable
under FEC rules). My contributions from these sources total only $3,000. (You aiso
complain that independent expenditures favor me, but neglect to mention your own
extensive independent expenditure help.)
ThezonlyWallStreet:targeting.of-you that l.see:ls: .the-hundreds of.thousands of
doll%_‘ mgyn__lgdalgn cash tr,!it'yoq__ggelvg fromWall Street.in:return fof‘your misuse
ofitaxpayer-monéy-and: 'ongresslonal power.10. do favors for these.corporations
and specialinterdsts: s
If you ever face me in-real debate - a prospect that apparently frightens you, you will be
asked about your lies and smears of my family and me. And, you will be called to account
. for your real record in Congress and your poor representation of Oregon voters. The three
issues listed above are just examples of many more, of which you are well aware.

You simply do not have the courage to face my questions and to question me in a format

where we both can freely and completely respond.

During this year's primary election, you even refused to face a 24-year-old OSU graduate

= ’ student, Matthew Robinson, in one-on-one open public debate. Instead, you spent more

than $1 00,00b smearing his reputation, including arranging the filing with the Oregon
EXHIBIT

Attachment2 Response of DeFazio for Congress FEC MUR 6846 PAGE —3 OF¢
ot 107230012 2:40 PM




DeFazio for Congress Mail - FW: Art Robinson Calls Out Peter DeFazio https:/mail.google. com/mail/u/0/Pui=2& ik=ec9132c064& view=pt&...

= Secretary of State and nationwlide publication of false claims about him and his family

during the primary voting - lles that were, of course, disproved (and rejected by the
Secretary of State) after the voting was over.
There should have been not one, but 10 or more students' chal!engmg you in that primary.
There should have been so many students on the prlmary ballot that voters would have
had trouble finding your name. Your policies in Washington are seriously damaging the
future prospects of all of the students at OSU.
THeipibIE alreddyKknows JPeter ARty are & il o you'reklly:warit to:beknown:; 88’8,
‘6oWard;too2:Why don't you stand up and debate me in events in which we ask each other
questions and the public - freely admitted to the event — evaluates our answers? If you
can overcome your fear; if you can face me man to man In actual timed, back and forth
debates of the real political issues - rather than continuing to hide yourself behind
“moderators” and “forums” where rules made by you and your friends protect you from
your opponent, you might at least rise to the level of a courageous llar — a level
considerably higher than your current situation.
In my debate challenge to you this year (appended below and posted on our campalgn
web site at www.ArtForCongress.com), | tried to make this easier for you. | offered to
attend one of the “forums" staged by your friends for each real debate you participate In
with me. | suggested that you choose four event sponsors and | choose four (one in each

™\ of the seven District 4 counties and one in Portland).
You could continue to read your pre-prepared answers to softball questions selected by
your friends In the “safe” environment that you prefer - at half of the events. In the other
half, you would need to summon the courage to face your opponent one-on-one in real
debate and without the protection of your friends.
Your recent “answer” to my challenge is typical. .
You gripe about “partisan” sponsors and refuse my challenge. Yet, in your letter, you list .
five sponsors that you prefer, at least four of which are partisan. You say that you have
accepted these five events. Apparently you are in planning discussions with these people.
Three of them have not contacted me.
Let's simplify this.
You choose one sponsor Mr, DeFazio - any sponsor, any format, any place; any time. |
will be there. | will also choose one sponsor and one format. We will agree to attend both.
If you have the courage to face me more than twice, we'll each pick another set of
SpOnNsors. _
In the case of your pick, you can have it any way you wish (so long as the public Is not
prevented from freely observing the event - as you did in one event in 2010) - designer
questions, rules against discussions of toplcs not satisfactory to you and your sponsors,
rules-against standing while speaking, excessive time spent with candidates of "minor”

: political parties who favor your views, etc., etc. You can have it all.

! _ in the case of my pick, you wiil probably find yourself in open debate of the issues

between yourself and your opponent — falrly timed so that each of the two candidates has"_ S
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~ equal time to question his opponent and answer questions put to him. You will not be able
to hide behind a moderator. After that formal debate — an American custom that dates
back at least 200 years and Is today participated In by high school and college debaters
throughout our country, we can both respond to audience questions (again timed to be fair
to both of us).
And, if | may suggest, try something new. Try to tell the truth. Your recent letter says that

. my proposal "deprives residents of the 4th congressional district of . . . audience

questions” and that “voters should be able to ask questions.” You imply that | want to avoid
audience questions. Yet, my challenge to you suggested that the formal debate “be
followed by questions from the audlence alternated and timed to be fair to both of us."
You letter misreprasents my challenge in several additional ways. You apparently hope
that the public will read your letter (and not mine, reproduced below) which you, of course,
have published widely.

You also complain about my suggestion that you accept Lars Larson's challenge to both of
us (which | have already accepted). You have-no problem with Lars. You have appeared
on his program many times. He treats you fairly and charitably. Your problem is that he
has offered you and me three full hours of radlo airtime to debate our differences. It is me
you fear; not Lars. You are absolutely afraid to appear in free and open debate with me,
A~ and you know that Lars will iikely- permit that debate.
' One of your five proposed sponsors is KOBI television, a well-known partisan media outlet
that Is favorable to your side of the political issues. Fine, Mr. DeFazio, let's go unedited
(Just the two of us) on live KOBI television — providing that we accept Lars Larson's offer of
a live radio program, too.
YouMEDEFAZIGTEIIHEVETHERY SERpORER T OregonTMaRy of thém'sdernito prefer
wourpsliciesoroveriaation ovér:réhaiation; and oVer-indebtédness in Waghington.
THEYImaypréferthebigigoveriientsoaiansmthatiyoi teprésdnt. Most of them, however,
do not realty know your views and do not fully understand the effects of your actions on
their personal lives.
MostamEHEETEREvVETon the otherhand.avisceral dislke of liars:and.cowards; These
are not personal characteristics that they want to see in their congressional
representatives.
In 2010, you managed to avoid the real political issues by means of a million dollar media
campaign of lies about your opponent and his family. This strategy against a new,
publically unknown opponent was unprincipled but partially successful. You won the
election, but lost — for the first time in your 24 years in Congress — in four counties
(Josephine, Curry, Douglas, and Linn) and approximately tied in Coos County. You came
closer to losing your office than in any other electlon in your 25 years as a career
Washington politician — and your approval rating among the voters dropped precipitately.
~ This time, in 2012, you need to debate the Issues. If you continue your 2010 cafnpaign of
’ smears and falsehoods (as your advertissments so far indicate you plan to do), it is &Kh“BlT @/
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own personal lack of character that will become the primary issue.
Stand up with courage, Mr. DeFazio. Debate the real issues one-on-one with your
opponent. Why not give Oregon District 4 voters a gift of honesty and openness this time,
rather than hiding behind just another false advertising campaign?
Art Robinson
Appended Robinson original challenge to DeFazio:
To: Peter DeFazio May 17, 2012
Debates between the candidates are very important in giving the opportunity for the voters
to see the candidates and evaluate them. The voters deserve in-depth debate between
the candidates that involves a detailed discussion of the issues with more than just
sound-bites and bullet points.
During 2010, | repeatedly urged that you and | schedule real debates —~ one in each of the
seven counties of Oregon District 4. You refused and eventually arranged for four “forums”
sponsored by organizations of your choice — which we ultimately attended.
For 2012, it would be much better to hold real debates. A format similar to the one |
suggested last time would be ideal, in which we alternate speaking In intervals with only a
time keeper. This could be followed by questions from the audience altemated and timed
to be falr to both of us., One debate in each of the seven counties would be Ideal and give
every voter a chance to attend. Cholce of a time keeper, exact details of the debate, as
N\ well as scheduling would be easy to work out between our campaigns.
If you want to hold “forum” events in addition to these, | would, of course, be happy o
attend as long as they are open to the public.
If, however, you still refuse to hold real debates yourself, then | suggest our events be
arranged as follows to be fair to both campalgns.
1) The DeFazio and Robinson campaigns cooperate in working out a joint event schedule
for these appearances.
We plan eight appearances ~ one In each of the seven counties in the District and one in
Portland.
The Portland event be the one that Lars Larson has already proposed. (Given his stature,
neither campaign can afford to tum him down.)
Each side chooses the sponsors for four events. (One of our four can be Lars.) So, you
would be choosing four sponsors and we would choose three plus Lars.
We simply altemate. You choose.one sponsor in one county; we go next; and so on. Each
choice must be from the counties not yet scheduled. You go first. We altemate until seven
are chosen. ’
2) The format etc. of each event be entirely up to the sponsor. Some may be more “forum”
like and some may be more “debate” like. This is up to the sponsors. They set the rules.
(We assume that the campaigns will be talking with their sponsor choices about this and
probably advising them. That is OK with us.)
All evants be freely open to the public and held in large enough rooms to aecbmmodate \S

the crowds that are likely to come. Judging from 2010 and allowing for-the Increased ES(H‘B'T
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interest now, we would expect between 500 and 1,000 at each event. Rooms that seat
600 to 800 and have room for a substantial standing oveiflow should suffice. (This should
be no problem except in the case of Lars, whose facility is smaller. in his case, the radio
broadcast suffices.) We should work out a plan so that the seating arrangéments do not
favor either side.

It be recogpized' that these are "'campalgn“ events. Campaigning, handing out literature,
etc. before and after you and | are engaged and speaking will be welcomed, but no
audible distractions will be permitted during the épeaking. (The usual admonitions to hold
ordinary appiause, etc. will likely be made — and fail as usual.) '

The events be about 2 hours long.

Seating near the speakers be arranged so that it has approximately equal numbers of
partisans from each side.

The events be a week or so apart, with alternation of the seven sponsors in an order
agreed to by the campaigns. Lars fits his event in whenever it is convenient for him.

Art Robinson

Become A Volunteer! Donate Today

People just like you are helping bring Every contribution, no matter the size,
honesty and iritegrity back to will help us spread the message. With
Washington D,C. Meet new people, your continued support we expect nothing
have fun, support the cause, make a short of victory in Novemiber.

difference in 2012!
Click here to make a donation.

Click here to begpme a volunteer.

{follow on Twitter | friend on Facebook | forward to a friend
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.Copyright ©.2012.Art Robinson for.Congress, All rights reserved.

Thank you for supporting the Art Robinson for Congress

Campalgn, ‘Should you wish to be removed fromi this list, please

click the link below. Federat Jaw requires usto use our best efforts

to collect end report the nams, malling address, occupation and

name of employer of Individuals whose contributions exceed $200
" In a calendar year.

Our malling address [s:

Art Robinson for Congress.

P.O. Box 1250

Cave Junction, OR 97523

Add us to your address.book .

Paid for by Art for Congré;s
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|  EXHIBIT S |
Attachment2 Response of DeFazio for Congress. FEC MUR 6846 PAGE B:OF g : |



DTt et P, T o (Gt
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Faweved by PliiFact.comn and aregontvecom $ R -
Natlona!  States Articles  Truth-O-Meter™ Promises Peopie Pundits 2012 Presidential l-_?.'_"m Contoct Us
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The Truth-O-Meter Says:

{ Say Oregon Reps. Peter DeFazio and Earl

tnna the U.S. Congress.”

| mmm's on Frlday, Auoust 12th, 2011 In web pages
1

Bloggers claim Peter DeFazio and Earl Blumena uer are
socialists

Demacratic Rep. Peter Derazio has been
colled a lot of things over his 12 lerms In
Congress -- hot head, vislanary, renegade,
: prindpied, effective and determined,

v —— . —r

— e ——

Now, If 3 Lurst of activity on websites and
biogs In recent weeks Is to be believed,
DeFazlo is something else -- a soclalist.

Ang he's not olone. The posts, all of which
plggyback (rom 2 single oflering that has
been replicated un dozens of websites in
recent weeks, says there are 70
card-carrying Soclalists in the House of
Representatives, including Rep. Earl
Blumenauer, another Democrat from
Oregon. (The aumber actually varies. Some
posts say 70 white othurs Insist it's elther 73
or 76. One pos' used both 76 and 75 in the

. same entry.)

An.Aug,_12.00sl on the website for 9.0roun . . R
called Soyerelon Cltlzens Ualted mentlons RURI B P SO PRI
DeFazio ar:d. Blumenauer by name. It also Bloggers are spreadlng a list of so-called
says this: "I'm sure If you gsked random socialists in Cangress.
people on the street If we had open soclalists
In the U5 Congress, they would say - well
only Bernle Sanders (Senate). But the right answer is much, much worse.”

*This.should come as o surprise to absolutely no one,” sdys un Aup. 16 post on
.Snnﬁ:r_mﬂuﬂv.tg._cum “Ihe radical Marxist-progressives (communists) took control of the
Demobornt porty some time ayo. They've only become more cmboldened with the election of Barack
Obama, why was ralsed ag 2 communist from birth.”

In case you muss the paint, the post comes cquipped with 3 large and very bright hammer and
i sickie emblem,

While most of the nhames politicians are calle¢ are oplnions, calling @ congressman a Sozialist
soungs both emphatic and cxact, which always gets our attention here at PolitIFact Oregon.

Another thing that gets our attention Is when a ¢laim gets spread far ond wide. This one incets that
test, too.

Here's 3 bloy p0st on Aug, 12 by Toxas radlo host Dan Cofall, whose show alrs out of Fort Worth:

“The maglc number ‘70’ is the number of members of the 111th Congruss who are members of the
Democratic Soclalists of America (DSA), These are not just politiclans wha vote Iet of center; these
are card-carrying members of 'The Democratic Soclalists of America’.”

Cofall did not respond to an emall asking for comment. And we coutdn’t reach anyone from
ConservativeByte.

Before we getto our ruling, let’s begin with some basics. Congress resets Itselfl every two years,
I- vihich means the current edition Is the 112th Congress, not the 111th. Why does that matter?
Because the new Congress that begins in January every two years always follows an election and
sume of the people on the list are no longer In office.

Attachment 2 Response of DeFazio for Congress
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Published: Monday, August 20th, 2011 at 5:03
p.m.

Subjects: Candldats Blparaphy

Sources:

Phone Interview; Frank Liewellyn and Maria Svart,
Democratic Socialists of America, Aug. 22.

Website, Congressiona| Progressive Caycus

Emall exchange, office of Rep. Peter DeFazio, Aug.
18

Emall exchange, office of Rep, Earl Blumenaver,
Aug. 18

Ine_Wall Street Shuffie, website for talk radio
hosts Dan Cofali and Dan Stewart, Dollas-Ft.
Worth, Tex.

Webshe, Aug. 12, Soverelgn Cltizens Uplted

Wiritten by: Charles Pope
Rescarched by: Charles Pape
Edited by: Ree Lane

How to contact us:

v/e wisnt to hear your suggestions and comments.
Emall the Dregon Truth-Q-lietec with feedback and
with claims you'd like to see checked. 1f you send
us a comment, we'll assuine you don'l mind us
publishing It unless you kel us otherwise.

Browse the The Oregon Truth-O-Meter:

[} §n=g all False rulings
eg pll Pants on Are rulings
. Lc_n!Lumnns_o_th!LiLlc_b\_dge.l
a 5ce The Oregonlan’s Your Goverament paac

Subscribe:

Koop up to date with Politifact Oragon:
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PolitiFact Oregon | Bloggers claim Peter DeFazio and Earl Blumenauer.., http://www.politifact.com/oregon/statements/20 1 l/aug/29/blog—pt;stinsv..

listed as “card carrying® soclalists who are no longer-serving Indude: Rnbett We:lur (Florlda), Phil
Hare (Iilinols), John Hall (New York), Alan Grayson (Fiofida), angd Nell Abemmbln (Hawall)

Then thare's this: Real card-carrylng Sodallsts say those members, induding DeFazio and
Blumenauer, aren't Sodalists.

The list that Cofeli and dozens more rely upon “Is completely fraudulent,” sald Fronk Liewellyn, who
served as national director of the Democratic Socialists of Amenica for 10 years untl stepping down
Wly S.

There Is not one membar of Congrass who is a formal member of the DSA, Liewellyn said. In order
to join, & person must Aill out a form and pay dues. Even Vermont Sen. Bernle Sanders, &
self-described democratic sociallst, Is not a formal mamber of the DSA, Liewallyn sald.

Tha last member of Congress who was an actual card-carrylng member, he sald, was Californla
Damocratic Rep. Ron Dellums, who served 28 years in the House unti] leaving In 1998.

Uewellyn and DSA's new natlonal director, Maria Svart are chagrined for two reasons. FIrst, they
have to spand-time knocking down reports thet never saam to go away.

Second, Uewellyn sald, "if we had formal political relationships with 70-odd members, we would be
making & lot more money” from dues.

For the record, both DeFado and Blumenauer say they've never baen assodned with the
Democratic Sodalists of America.

*This Is another made-up Internet rumor that has no marit,* DeFazo said.

*I am & proud Democrat who has taken many lndependem stands over the yuam 1 am anti-so
called free tradd; pro-American jobs, pro-infrastructure lnves:ment. pro-hlr taxaiion,
anti-amnasty, pro-balanced budget:amendment, pro-Wall Street re-rcgulauon, and pro-audit the
Pentapgon and Federal Reserve. | om an Qregonlan and an (ndepondent thinker."

i Blumenauer was equally annoyed,

“No matter which side of the politics) alsle it €omes from,:this kind of name calling and rhetoric
represents exactly'what Is wrong, with our. dzmnmq May.' he sald. *Rother than bringing people
together to solva our-nation's pmhlnms. it spreads | I‘alsc and divisive. ulluqntlons mmuuhout the
media and the'publiic-ltisa major.distraction from the reol work thot ‘needs to oct done.””

Bad Information gots spread all the time. But where did the number, or numbers, come from?

The list purported to have originated with the DSA says this on page two:

Q: How many mambers of the U.S. Congress are also-membars of the DSA?

A: Seventy

It then lists:them by name. What it doés not say Is that the names are simply likad en masse from
the membershlp of the Congressional.Progressive Cauass, a collection of iibaral-iesning lawmakers
thet Indudes DeFazio aid Blumanauer but olfidally, not @ single socialist.

According to its website, the Progressive Caucus Is one of the largest In Congress and works for
| such causas as oconomic jusitce, civil rights and civil liberties a5 well as global peace and seaurity.
Uewellyn sald thet DSA supports some of the policy positions of the caucus,

Voldng suppon for positions émbraced by-a. group of lawmakers 15 & routine part of business_ on
Capitol Rill and is cmployed by orfanizations as dlwnnu 8s the'l).S. Chamber of Commerce, the
Notional Riflo Assodation'and NORML, & group devoted to: Ienalh!np ‘the’ use of marijuana. But
agreeing with'some' posmons doesn't make:a member of-Congress a-card-camylng Sodalist.

Uewellyn says simllar accusations of Sodlallsm (with a capital S) have surfaced every election year
sinca 1991 when the Progressive Cauaus was created,

*There's nothing we can do to stop [t, Uewellyn said, "I can't tell you the number of times wa've
tried to-stop 1t°

;part«o -ﬂullﬂ_:al_llfa ut 6, 0r gggdnlms about
'eq- Jtmm &:B{3h! Lﬁ'\‘ 's’wuu gsnm'_ntto

rspng;outright jles. Any onc v
ta"h.-n Eﬁ- er, tha bfort s ﬂagmntlv ralse. ‘For that reawn, we rate this
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Cofall acknowledges this but then mntmuu to list:namics fraim tha; A1Lth Congress ‘anywsy. Those & In the Oreaonian
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HONESTY IN POLITICS 49

made no suggestions. Later, I sent him two copies of the
first edition of this book, asking that he suggest changes
in any errors that he thinks it contains, Again, he made no

. suggestions. I did this a third time. There has, so far, been

no response.

The 2012 campaign should consist of a public debate
of the relative merits of my policies on the issues vs. my
opponents. That is why I have repeatedly challenged him
to debate ~ in public and without the protection of med-
erators. He refuses to do so.

In an unguarded moment off microphone during the
campaign, DeFazio was heard to say, “I can’t afford to
debate” With this sort of claims to defend, he sure can't!

While proof reading this book, Noah and I noticed
that I had written a sentence favorable to the financial
services industry. The next sentence, however, said that I
oppose companies that make corrupt deals with Congress
to get unfair advantages and public money. We decided to
combine the two sentences into one because our opponent
was sure to quote the first without the second.

We did, but I don't expect that to deter him.

The very extreme false and negative campaigning that

~ voters have seen from my opponent in 2010 and now in
2012 was not so prominent in his previous campaigns..

Then, he felt confident that he would win. Under pressure
now from a real threat to his seat in Congress, he is fright-
ened. A career politician who has done little else in life and
has come to love greatly the perks of his career becomes
very fearful if it looks like he maylose his position.

Too long tenure in Congress creates a conflict of interest
for every member of Congress. With Congress as a career,
each action he takes is weighed against his self-interests as

EXHIBIT __\_)__ —
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CAMPAIGN FINANCE 57

4. Election rules require names, addresses, and, when
available, occupations of all contributors of more than $200
be sent to the Federal Election Commission and publicly
displayed. There is no privacy protection for these donors.

In the 2010 campaign, DeFazio actually demeaned
and ridiculed specific individuals in public speeches who,
he had learned from FEC reports, had contributed to our
campaign. In 2012, he is at it again, with campaign litera-
ture that maligns individual supporters of our candidacy.

The Oregon 2010 Senate candidate, Jim Huffman,
wrote an account in The Wall Street Journal' about his
difficulty in raising campaign funds bécause potential sup-

-porters were,afraid to offend the current Senator, possibly
resulting in retribution. The Senator would see-a.record: of
their contribution. .

5. EEC rules allow the filing of entirely bogus FEC
complaints, without penalty for false and specious clairms.

. During:2010, the DéFazio machine filed several bogus
FEC claims against our campaign that were demonstrably
false, arid ‘thien sought publicity for those claims before
they were inevitably dismissed by the FEC. This cost our
campaign tens of thousands of dollars in legal fees, with
no method available to recover these costs after the claims
proved fraudulent.

6. There are no practical restrictions on misuse of
congressional power agairist challengers. The first letter I
received from DeFazio in response to our debate challenge
after winhning the .Republican nomination contamed a’
veiled warning directed against my employer.”

Bogus DeFazio FEC claims were later filed against my
employer, my family, and even against a retdiler, whose:
only crime was that he sells our home school curriculiu.

EXHIBIT . U
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60 COMMON SENSE

candidate than are individuals, so DeFazio also had larger,
single contributions than did Robinson.

Moreover, DeFazio's lavish contributions from corpo-
rate special interests are understated. In a recent DeFazio
FEC report of $10,400 in contributions (all reported
received on a single day, May 2, 2012) from “individuals’,
$7,400 of DeFazios “individual” contributions actually
came from executives; $2,000 came from an executive’s

wife; and $1,000 from a “retired” executive.

These corporations receive special treatment from
DeFazio at public expense. In two of these cases, high
executives in the corporations were disguised in the FEC
report as mere workers, when they are actually CEOs of
the corporations. This sort of shenanigan is hidden corpo-
ratism or crony capitalism.

In 2010, about 20% of Robirison’s support came from
private individual maximum contributions of $2,400.
More than 80% was from people who contributed $5, $25,
$50, $100, or more (but not $2,400), many contributing
miore than once. There were about 6,000 such Robinson
contributors.

Both candidates were also supported by “independent
expenditures” These are groups that advertise for the
candidate but are not permitted, under FEC rules, to have
contact with the candidate or his campaign.

While DeFazio gets plenty of help from his own “inde-
pendent expenditures,” he became very upset when similar
help was provided to Robinson, too. .

Campaigns, by independent groups and by the candi-
dates, are required to report their sources of funds to the
FEC quarterly, with shorter intervals as the election nears.
In late September 2010, TV ads from an independent

EXHIBIT
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CAMPAIGN FINANCE 61

source in favor of Robinson began to appear. The inde-

‘pendent expenditure donors paying for this would not be

revealed until the next reporting date of October 15,

Contributors to the DeFazio and Robinson campaigns
would also not be reported until October 15. All contribu-
tions to the campaigns, independent or otherwise between
July 1 and October 1, were, at that time, unknown to the
public and the campaigns, except for their own.

With the date for reports a couple of weeks away and
counting on fooling the public who did not know the pro-
cedures, DeFazio and Rachel Maddow attacked Rebinsen
on national television with the false-claim thadt Robinson
had “secret” contributors, who might even be criminals.

Moreover, they claimed Robinson did not even to care
to know who his advocates were. (I did not know, and
could not until October 15.) They called Robinson and his
supporters “money launderers”** This false claim could
equally well have been made against DeFazio, since his
campaign had not yet reported its fund sources either.

DeFazio launched this “exposé” on Maddow’s MSNBC
show with his ridiculous and false claim that Robmson
lives in “a survivalist compound on Social Security,’ and
the show went on down hill from there.

On October 15, the campaigns, mcludmg the inde-
pendent expenditures, reported their donors, and the
DeFazio-Maddow road show quietly faded away.

So it goes with campaign finance.

Political professionals, in all parties and with few
exceptions, view elections almost entirely in monetary

 terms. Candidates are expected to raise lots of money.
It is expected that Congressmen, once elected, will

nt “access” and favors to those who contribute. The
gra . )4

EXHIBIT _Q__

Attachment 2 Response of DeFazio for Congress FEC MUR 6846 PAGE ‘;k oF _||




62 COMMON SENSE

reward their friends and punish their opponents.

I wo‘q.ld-never-do this, nor would I use miy congres-

sional office to treat any citizen better or worse than any
. other; regardless of his.contributions, politics, or opinjons.

The over-dependence on campaign money needs to
stop. Yet, we cannot cast a vote to stopit unless - you
guessed it - we raise enough money to win the election.

' When television smear season begins, we must neutralize
the smears, and television time is very expensive.

Perhaps this book will help. Those.who read it are not
going to be influenced by television propaganda.

When voters learn the.many ways in which our repre-
sentation of District 4 in Congress will be good for them,
for Oregon, and for our nation, they will want to help:us be
elected. Many-readers will bé inclined to contribute to the.
Robinson campaign - and we very much hope that you will
do so, too. You can contribute at www.ArtForCongress.
com, or by mail at: Art Robinson for Congress, P.O. Box
1250, Cave Junction, OR 97523.

Money should not be a factor in selecting our Con-

. gress. An ability to raise money is not a skill required to do
agood job in Washington.

Moreover, the monetary and regulatory rules should
be level - favoring nejther incumbents nor challengers.

In 2012, DeFazio is loudly complaining about Robin-
son’s financial support (from. 6,000 contributors). Chal-
lengers are supposed to lose from lack of funds.

Still, DePazio has a lot more campaign funds than
Robinson because he has spent 25 years pleasing corporate

-and other special ‘interests. The financial playing field is
not level, but it is far too level for DeFazio’s comfort.

EXHIBIT ! 2
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SOCIALISSUES 113

dren and is beginning to make similar decisions about
senior citizens.

My opponent has voted for tax funding of all forms of
abortion, including partial birth abortion, which involves
the killing of a child while it is being born. I will never
vote to support the killing-of any child - born or unborn,
through funding the killing or otherwise. dBEFAZBRAEISS-
%E@hammwlh&ﬁhﬂmpipﬁﬂsféﬂbﬁeﬁﬁ@f‘iﬁm
mmamm&@%ﬁ“: edicalACaT e an dSWRo™

: GG R B B B N

" Senior citizens should be especially concerned about
this because Obamacare takes $500 billion out of Medi-
care. The intention is to end Medicare and transfer all
senjors into Obamacare. Then bureaucratic panels will
decide on the phasing out of medical care as seniors get
older, Members of the Administration influential in draft-
ing this law make no secret of their desire to phase down
and eventually phase out medical care as people age: '**

When the right to human life is compromised, for un-
born children, for senior citizens, or for anyone else - once
government decides who will live and who will die, we
regress toward the past. In the past, before the American
experiment, human life was held very cheap.

" Our Constitutional Republic was a great step forward
in human history with respect to the right of every human
being to life. Unfortunately, our country has tragically
stumbled in this regard. A further tragic step is Obam-
acare, which puts our older citizens’ lives at risk. I oppose
abortion, and I oppose government rationing of medical
care. :

A man and woman who act in such a way that they
are so fortunate as to conceive a human child should be

EXHIBIT J,.)__ —
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WALL STREET i47

of the businesses allied with Congress; and laws that selec-
tively promote one company over another.

This corruption has become so widespread that almost
all businesses and industries hire lobbyists who pander to
Congress. Even honest, uncorrupted businessmen — most
businessmen are honorable and honest - must lobby Con-
gress to protect themselves from this corruption.

Also, very high wages are paid to some executives who
have atranged. for their companies to be subsidized and
bailed out by taxpayers

Myriopponent.in-District peratothis. A

-M@J&ﬂ@f&ﬁn@ﬂu@mmﬂmﬂl_@" ecialinterests
‘thatpapforhismeselectioncamipaignsxevealsthenterests

ormwalisreerforwhiclbeRaziohascdonespeiarthings.

Lobbyists broker and control the deals between con-
gressional offices and special interests. Various perks are
provided for congressional support, including campaign

contributions. The book Capitol Punishment by Jack

Abramoff describes this corrupt environment.
As the American economy hasbeen sliding downward,
the American public has been searching for the cause, The

public is understandably very upset about this slide. Cor-

rupt deals between Congress and dishonest people on Wall
Street are a part of the cause.

As American businesses and industries have scrambled
to save themselves from this decliné, corrupt interests
have had an advantage because they can call upon many
congressmén to give them public money and preferences.

This has not gone undetected. The American people
are furious about.the huge payments made to corrupt
elements of the capital allocation industry by Congress -
payments to certain banks, businesses, and other special

EXHIBIT
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248 COMMON SENSE

interests, including payments made to some (only a small
group) of the special interests in Wall Street.

Demonizing Wall Street

Leftist politicians including my opponent are now
conducting a frenzied condemnation of Wall Street as the
cause of America's difficulties.

These politicians are trying to win votes by turning
Americans against their own capital allocation industry -
an industry ‘essential for providing many American. jobs
and careers and an industry in which almost all Americans
have a personal financial stake through their investments,
pension funds, and employment.

These politicians are also using the politics of class
warfare against this industry. \

mhe;pmmgaw P PR B veeEn |
Hu dangerps ’t‘by‘«ﬁ%@ﬂ@?“é’f’ SE5efAEWithout large (

campalgn contributions from these elements, it is unlikely
that my opponent would hold public office today.

DeFazio, who has become a millionaire while in Con-
gress, campaigns in Oregon from an old Dodge Dart and
likes to say that he is “independent as Oregon.”

In fact, far from independent, he is entirely dependent
upon the campaign cash of special interests, especially
those in “Wall Street” for which he has done favors during

his 25 years in Washington - including interests that do
little business in Oregon.

DeFazio is now sending furid raising requests claiming
that he has been targeted for defeat in 2012 by Wall Street.
Yet, the only Wall Street targeting in view is the campaign
cash he is getting from corporations for his campaign.

EXHIBIT _Q____
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WALL STREET 249

The Wall Street Campaign

Prominently in 2010 and alréadj in 2012, my opponent
is trying to convince voters that I, Art Robinson, am a tool
of Wall Street. He said, in television ads, that he, DeFazio,
will protect Oregon jobs from Wall Street and from Art
Robinson’s friends on Wall Street.

How does a research scientist and small businessman
in Oregon become a tool of Wall Street? I really would like
to know! Raising a family of six childresi and putting'thém
through college and graduate school was a very difficult
accomplishment for our family. Connections to Wall Street
would surely have helped.

‘This is all politics. In campaign. finance, incumbent
career politicians' usually have the advantage over chal-

lehgers becausé they have had many years in Washington
to give public money and power to the special interests
that finance these camipaigns. DeFazio has had 25 years to

do this, and he has vigorously and successfully done so.

Yet, we are now being treated, in 2012, to the pathetic
spectacle of our congressman running around whining
that his opponerit (a research scientist who has earned his
way in life with his work in scientific research and educa-
tion) is a tool of “Wall Street.”

The truth is that I have essentially no connection to
Wall Street - the capital allocation industry. And, DeFazio
has extensive connections with Wall Street through his
25-years of dispensing favors in Congress.

His claim is an effort to smear Wall Street and to smear
me by association, solely to dishonestly win votes.

EXHIB
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WALL STREET 251

volatility and move markets away from good prices tends
to lose money and is soon out of business.

So, we are helped by speculative traders, businessmen
who assume these risks in order to make a profit. These
businessmen constantly buy and sell. Therefore, the farmer
and baker can always buy and sell just what they need.

Moreover, the farmer and the baker can always obtain
more favorable prices because the traders smooth the
market and eliminate the risk spread between the buy and
sell prices. They create, through their activities, a fair price.

When the Russians invaded Afghanistan in 1979,
President Jimmy Carter decided to use the incident for
political advantage, so he banned American wheat sales to
the Soviet Union and closed the Chicago Board of Trade.

This didn’t hurt the Soviets much, since they just
bought their grain elsewhere, but it destroyed the busi-
nesses of many Americans involved in grain distribution.

As one grain elevator operator pleaded in The Wall
Street Journal, “We have got to have a price!” '

It is this way with most markets for products, stocks,
bonds, and items of capital .required for markets. Traders
provide the liquidity to make these markets work efficient- -
ly; réliably;.and fairly for those who buy and sell - traders
who are rewarded in profits for their work.

Desperate to win re-election, my opponent is advocat-
ing:d tax on market trades that is so high that taxesand risk
would combine to:make short term tr'ades__unworkab_ie_ and
put many traders out of business. He claims that “specula-
tors” have raised the prices of gasoline and other items.

In fact, it is money printing and interference with -
private enterprise by Mr. Defazio and other socialists in
Congress that are most responsible for higher prices, but

EXHIBIT _| 2
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260 COMMON SENSE.

Over recent decades, American quality has diminished,
costs have increased, and real wages have diminished.
With half of everything Americans earn flowing into gov-
ernment coffers through over-taxation; over-regulation;
and debt service from congressional over-borrowing,
American liberty has diminished, and, in many industries,
we cannot compete effectively..

. The answer to this is to fire the career politicians who
are destroying our country with self-serving taxation,
regulation, and debt. Without big government on our
backs, we will have no trouble again offering the world the
best goods and services at the lowest prices, while we keep
our wages high, We have done this before - before the era
of big government.

ovar_ ()
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DeFazio for Congress Mail - 12/18/11~—-Fwd: Fw: Robinson vs. D...  https:/mail.google.com/mail/w/0/?ui=2&ik=ec9132c064& view=pt&...

- al ' Liz Cooney <liz@defazloforcongress.org>

12/18/11 ----- Fwd Fw. Robmson Vs, DeFazw

. Liz COoney <l|z@defa2|oforcongress org> S Tue, Oct 23, 2012 at 3:33 PM
To: Liz. Cooney <liz@defazioforcongress.org>

Dear Friends,
The Robinson campaign for 2012 is accelerating, So is DeFazio's.
The DeFazio campaign is accelerating, however, backwards.

DeFazw wants to contmue America's slide into blgger government, tugher taxes nmore

sicis _'ﬁﬁﬁ@mmte' S ﬂ%‘f’
DeeCiepe L Tdboe 'W@‘Eﬁﬂ"@%ﬁ%ﬂaﬂéﬂ&s‘ﬁ@gméof creny-.:__.

http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052970203430404577096631574167496. htmb(Han- V
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For thousands of years, the nations of the world were mostly ruled by big government -
governments under various kings, conquerors, and tyrants. Wars between these tyrannies were
constant, and ordinary people were no more than slaves. Two and half centuries ago, a great
experiment arose in America - an experiment in human liberty - an experiment where small
government was to be the rule and all people would live in freedom and justice. This experiment
has been a spectacular success. Yet, there are always those who want to go-back to the past - a past
where money and power flows to those who control the people through vast, overreaching central.
government.

DeFazio now claims to represent the "99%." Actually, he only represents the dwindling
percentage of District 4 voters who bave not yet learned his true policies. His actual policies will
impoverish the 100%. We must not let this happen.

We have been building campaign logistics, our campaign message, and the Internet presence for
the campaign. The Art Robinson for Congress Facebook page now has more than 52,000 friends
and is growing rapidly. The Facebook site and ArtRobinsonforCongress.com will carry extensive
and frequently renewed information. '

Our campaign goal is to make sure that all of the voters in Oregon District 4 know our
objectives and understand the ways in which our election will be beneficial for them, for Oregon,
N and for our nation, Our opponent’s goal is to keep them from hearing our message and to replace
that message with a false one. We will not let that happen!

We must raise the money needed to deliver our message. Our opponent spent $1.45 million in
2010, mostly raised from PACs, corporations, and other special interests he does favors for in
Washington. We expect him to spend about $2 million in 2012. By comparison, in 2010 we
received $1.28 million from more than 9,000 contributions from individuals. Less than 0.5 % of
our 2010 contributions came from PACs and similar sources. More than 99.5 % came from private
individuals.

Individuals can contribute a maximum of $5,000, providing $2,500 is given before the primary.
The campaign rules strongly favor the career politicians who have created them. At preseat,
DeFazio is campaigning vigorously using federal tax money. This is a perk for sitting
congressmen.

In 2010, about 20% of our support came from maximum contributions. More than 80% was
from people of ordinary means, whbo usually contributed $5, $25, $50, or $100, many more than
once.

_ If you are an Oregon resident, you are allowed d tax credit of upto $50 each year for political
,-'-\ donations, provided.they are:made - 6r postmarked - by December-31. If you have not already-
used this credit, you can contribute up.to $50 with no net cost to.you (as long as you are paying at
ledst $50 in Oregon State taxes), ' \/
EXHIBIT
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fam Contributions can be made on our website: www.artforcongress.com.

Vemmnitréplace @mm:;ypyﬂmhhﬁfammpgngm;ﬁ'ﬁﬂx@em COTITBOn S sensé"“*ﬁ'mhncansﬁ?vho
waﬂgﬂgb,g@k&thwaﬁtwahen'rnygngﬂamon d:oversspendingthatiay eabeen**bubenﬂxe
‘backenfrdmericanmorkersy husmesss§,xzansla.n_novat‘qrmllam..l},av.s,ld*e,a%:&d*Ame.n,c.ena ahisétid:
endangeretprosperity, We are becoming slaves in our own country, slaves of big big government,
politicians, and the bureaucracy they have created. This election is about American liberty. We
must and will restore and preserve American liberty, so.that our country will have a bright future.

Thank you for your contributions to our campaign. We will make sure that our work justifies the
confidence that you may decide to place in us by continuing. Thank you for your consideration.

Best Regards,
Art Robinson

P.S. You can visit our facebook page by. going to www.artforcongress.com and clicking the
facebook link in the upper right cotner.

Thank you for contacting the Art Robinson for Congress Campaign. Should you wish to be
removed from this list; please click the link below, Paid for by Art Robinson for Congress.

Federal law requires us to use our best efforts to collect and report the name, mailing address,
occupation and name of employer of individuals whose contributions exceed $200 in a calendar
year. :

Our mailing address is:
Art Robinson for Congress
P.0. Box 1250

Cave Junction, OR 97523

Our telephone:
(541) 255-2785

Forward this email to a friend: .
http://us1.forward-to-friend. com/forward"u-aO8314c426700972d435f9af0&1d- ) \/
fc2ec250d5&e=829822070¢ * EXHIBIT .
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Conﬁdentlallty Notlce Unless expressly stated otherwise, this message is confidential and may be privileged..
It is intended for the addressee(s) only. Access 1o this e-mail by anyone else is unauthorized. If you are.pot an
-addressee, any disclosure of copying of the contents of this e-mail or any action taken (or not taken) in
reliance on it is unauthorized-and may be unlawful. If you are not an addressee, please irform the sender
immediately.

Y
Confidentiality Notice: Unless expressly:srated Otheiwise, tms message:is: conhdlnhal -and.f may be: privileged.
It is intended for the addressee(s) only: Acgéss lo:ihis e-mail by anyone: else is tnautharizéd. If you are not an
addressee, any disclosure or copylnq ‘of the! contents of- lhns e-mall of-any! ‘aclibn taken (or:6t faken) In
reliance on il is unauthorized and may.be. whlgwial. If you.are' nol an addresses; please infor (hesender
immediately.
e~
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Who [s Art slobinton?

10/26/2012

HOME  ART ROBINSON ON THE ISSUES “WHO IS ART ROBINS N ON TWITTER "WHO [5 ART ROBINSON" ON YOUTURE

AN ocross Oregon‘ people are asking

Who is Art Robinson?

Art Robinson on Schools
"The whde public schod systemis child obuse.”
"1 think the public schodls should be abdlished.”
Lecrn more about A Rabinson’s opinons on exucation.
Art Robinson on Wall Street

"Bul whot | see in this {(Wall Sireel | reler program
righl now is o govemment using o preblemas on
excuse to grow ilsell and greatlyingreose it s povses
ond) don't think thot should be-dene.”

tecin moie aboul Al Robinson's opinons on Woll Sirect.

Arl Robinson on Nuclear Waoste

"All we need dowi: 1 nudear wasteis diluteit too
low radiation level andsprinkle it over the ocean-o
even over America”

Lecrn more aboul Al Robrsor s opinons on nuddear wasie
Art Robinson or Sozial Security

"It is o Ponz Schene. ... These entillemen! programs
need 10 be ended”

Learn more aboul Al Robinsan’s opinons on Sodial Sequily.
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Election 2010

The fight for the 4th

Scientist Art Robinson is making a spirited run to unseat Rep. Peter DeFazio
By Susan Palmer

The Register-Guard

Appeared in print: Sunday, Oct; 10, 2010, page Al

MONROE — The small group gathered at the Sweet Spot Bakery off Highway 99 on a
recent sunny October moming listened attentively as Art Robinson, the Republican
candidate for the 4th District House seat, described what’s wrong with this country.

Top of the list: the slide toward socialism driven by self-interested career politicians and
progressives.

Robinson, a 68-year-old chemist from Cave Junction with an impressive academic
résumé and some fairly nonmainstream views, ticked off the top point on the national
conservative agenda: Lower taxes, fewer regulations and smaller government will restore
the country to greatness.

In the last three weeks of the campaign, his days are a series of meetings with voters in
the 4th District — geographically among the largest in the nation — as he tries to
convince people that he’s a better representative for their interests than long-term
incumbent Democrat Peter DeFazio.

Jt's an argument no one has successfully inade in the.4th since. DeFazio was first elected
in 1986. DeFazio, 63, combines an ability to bring.home federal dollars with a feisty
independence that resonates in a district thatiricludes some 6f the state’s most remote
rural populations as well as Oregon’s second-largest urban area.

But this is no ordinary year in politics. This midterm election has energized Republicans
and demoralized Democrats, with everyone waiting on a sluggish recovery from the
nation’s worst economic crisis since the Great Depression of the 1930s.

Now the national spotlight is lighting up the local race, most recently in the form of a
painfully fractious interview between Robinson and progressive commentator Rachel
Maddow that aired on MSNBC on Thursday night and quickly went viral.

Maddow peppered Robinson with questions about a recent ad campaign on Robinson’s
behalf by anonymous donors, an issue that has received prominent play in the
Washington Post and the Huffington Post. She followed up with questions about articles
Robinson has written in a newsletter that suggest he holds extremist views. He parried her

EXHIBIT .X____n
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questions, declined to say much about the articles he’s written, and accused her of
smearing him and lying.

It wasn’t pretty.
There’s no question, though, that Robinson has made some eye-opening statements.

An advocate of nuclear energy, he has suggested in the monthly newsletter he writes and
edits that nuclear waste can be disposed of by diluting it and adding it into the
foundations and insulation of homes, or that it might be diluted and sprinkled over the
ocean, or over land. He cites research showing that low levels of radiation can be healthy
for people.

Aside from the national chatter — thousands of Tweets and Google hits on Maddow and
Robinson — it’s campaigning as usual on the ground in Oregon with the candidates
reaching out to voters in coffee shops and meeting rooms throughout a district that
siretches roughly from Albany south to the California border.

The two candidates could hardly be more different. Robinson’s demeanor among voters is
calm and he.spéaks with a compelling academic authority. He carries around the 2,000
page.health-care reform bill as an example of what’s wrong with Washington politics.
He’s proud-to-say he hasn't read the bill.

DeFazio, on the other hand, has a lively bustling energy, a prodigious memory and a
wonk’s love of obscure policy-making details. He has not only read the health care
reform bill that Congress passed this year, but is quick to teil people when many of its
provisions will kick in, and which parts of it still need tweaking.

In the presence of the candidates, it’s easy to get swept up by their enthusiasm, which
often obscures the complexities of the issues at stake.

When Robinson decries the loss of nuclear power plants from the nation’s energy
portfolio, for example, his authoritative tone makes it easy to forget the nuclear accidents
at Three Mile Island and Chernobyl, the unresolved question of how to dispose of nuclear
waste, and the Northwest’s disastrous efforts to build nuclear power plants in the 1970s,
efforts that led to several years of double-digit rate increases for electricity customers -
before utilities pulled the plug on the projects that came in wildly over budget.

When DeFazio reminds voters of his independence and occasional feuds with Democratic
party leaders — voting against the bank bailout, holding the health care bill hostage until
it fixed a Medicare payment formula that has long hurt Oregon doctors, calling for
Obama to fire Treasury Secretary Tim Geithner for being too cozy with Wall Street — it's
easy to forget that mostly he votes with the Democrats,

Just who are these candidates?
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A political veteran

DeFazio. — who served in the Air Force and then earned an economics and political
science degree from Tufts University and a master’s degree in public administration and
gerontology from the University of Oregon — was first elected to the Lane County Board
of Commissioners in 1983 before winning the 4th District House seat in 1986.

He has served when Democrats were in the minority and in the majority, and his seniority
puts him at the helm of the subcommittee on highways and transit, which will craft an
omnibus transportation spending bill in the coming year that will require about $500
billion to repair and upgrade the nation’s aging inifrastructure.

According to Project Vote Smart, DeFazio gets high rankings among labor organizations,
groups concerned with senior citizens and Socidl. Security issues; veterans organizations
and those concerned with welfare and poverty. He gets occasional high marks from gun
rights groups, but not much respect from busiriess organizations such as the U.S.
Chamber of Commerce.

He’s known for frequently returning to the district rather than staying in the capital. He
has rejected every Congressional pay raise since 1987, redirecting the money instead lo
scholarships for students in his district’s community colleges. '

Four years ago, the House leadership threatened to have him thrown off the floor if he
showed up again wearing jeans and a sport jacket instead of a suit.

DeFazio has built connections, albeit uneasy ones, with environmentalists and the timber
industry in the endless battle over Oregon’s public forests. He opposed the Northwest
Forest Plan that locked up thousands of acres of old growth forests. And more recently he
has pushed for more thinning on fire-prone landscapes while supporting efforts to declare
protected wildernesses in some of the state’s most scenic places.

Spend a couple of hours on the street with him and a steady stream of people will come
up to chat about politics or old cars or biking or Social Security.

An entrepreneurial scientist

Robinson entered the campaign relatively unknown in Oregon, but with a nationwide
base of support and a unique personal story that has touched many voters.

With a bachelor’s degree in chemistry from the California Institute of Technology and a
doctorate in chemistry from the University of California, San Diego, Robinson did
research with Nobel Prize laureate Linus Pauling in the 1970s before a scientific
falling-out and a lawsuit drove the two apart.

He brought his family to Cave Junction in 1980 and created his own nonprofit Institute of
Science and Medicine. Its broad but secret donor base gives annual funding in the range
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0f'$500,000 to $700,000, according to its filings with the IRS. The institute pays
Robinson $56,000 a year, and his son Noah Robinson $70,000 a year, according to the
most recent filings. Robinson’s scientific work focuses on the mechanisms of aging and
the diseases, such as Alzheimer’s, associated with aging.

Following the sudden death of his wife in 1988, Robinson also created his own
home-school curriculum to educate his six children, one based on the basics of math,
reading and writing. Robinson sells the curriculum, which has proved popular among
conservative families who home-school their children.

He can point to his children as proof of the concept. One son has a doctorate in chemistry,
another has a veterinary degree; and two others are studying science at Oregon State
Umversny

In the past decade, Robinson has caused a fuss among climate scientists by collecting
signatures from more than 30,000 people, many with advanced.degrées in science and
engineering, who say that there is no scientific consensus that global' warming is caused
by human actions.

Robinson said he and his son Noabh, also a chemist in his own right, came to that
conclusion after writing an exhaustive review of climate change research.

But many of those actually working in the field of climate studies say the Robinsons’
petition and report are flawed.

“The scientific content of the articlé is essentially nil, except that it’s a great teaching
example of how to do junk science to support contrarian ideas,” said Patrick Bartlein, a
paleoclimatoligist at the University-of Oregon.

The petition effort has resultéd in accusations that Robinson is being paid by the oil.
industry, but Robinson said that:néither he nor his institute have received any money from
the hydrocarbon or energy industries, not even in the form of lecture honorariums.

“A little hyperbole™

But it may be Robinson’s subscription newsletter — “Access to Energy” — that has
given his opponent the most ammunition against him.

In Robinson’s campaign speeches, he calls for returning education to the contro! of local
school boards and parent-teacher associations, and shutting down the U.S, Department of
Education.

But his “Access to Energy" writings on the subject are much more strident. He has

periodically called for abolishing public schools themselves and letting an education
system be created by the free enterprise marketplace. He has referred to the nation’s
schools as tax-financed socialism, and described public schools as the nation’s most
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widespread and devastating form of child abuse and racismi.

Robinson defends the writing — composed years ago — as typical of someone who’s not

running for public office and who feels passionately about the declining quality of
education in the nation.

“I’ve used a little hyperbole from time to time,”™ he said.
His writing about the potential uses of radioactive waste also have raised eyebrows.

In a 2006 edition of the newsletter, Robinson speculated that radioactive water found
beneath nuclear power plants in California might prove valuable in Oregon because of
recent research suggesting a health benefit to low-level radiation exposure. Oregon has
less background radiation than other states and therefore fewer natural health benefits,
Robinson wrote.

In a 2003 newsletter, Robinson speculated that diluted radioactive waste might be stored
safely in concrete foundations and insulation of homes and buildings, with a net health
benefit for people.

Robinsons now says the proposals were merely speculative, and based on research by
Bernard Cohen, professor emeritus of physics at the University of Pittsburgh..

As a Congressional candidate, Robinson said he’s focused on the pragmatics of what an
elected official can actually do. Closing government agencies is one of the options, he
said.

Along with his lower taxes, fewer regulations and small government stand, Robinson said
he has a two-tier proposal for shrinking the federal budget.

Some federal agencies — such as the Department of Education and the Environmental
Protection Agency, should just be shut down, he said.

Other programs would need a more careful rollback. Food stamps, for example, would
require a more gradual approach to avoid chaos and hardship for those who rely on them,
he said.

Social Security should be considered a contract between the govemment and those who
already have paid into the system, he said. But Robinson thinks it should eventually be
phased out, letting people invest their own money to create savings for their old age.

Two views on Social Security

The small-government message resonated with many among a group of 50 people who
came to hear Robinson speak in Springfield last week.
EXHIBIT X
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-~ “You're going to get elected,” Springfield resident Lela Trope told Robinson during the
< question and answer session.

But othe‘rs in the audience had reservations.

One woman wondered what would happen to her under a privatized system if she
invested badly and lost her savings.

“You'd have to rely on your family and friends,” Robinson told her.

DeFazio rejects the notion of privatizing Social Security and can describe the many.
different ways it would cost the country money to make the transition.

Social Security camie about because people in the 1930s “got tired of seeing senior
citizens selling pencils on the comer,” he said.

Few voters will actually venture very deep into policy discussions when deciding which
candidate to back, said William Lunch, head of the Political Science Department at
Oregon State University.

“If you say, ‘Hey, there’s a political meeting with an. important set of consequences for
the country and your life ... you might as well invite people to go to their dentist’s office
7~ for a root canal,” he said.

Still, people have been showing up to hear the candidates. In Monroe this week, Dave and
Jan Habbestad, retired owners of a cherry farm supply business, were among 20 who
came to listen to Robinson.

Dave Habbestad liked the candidate’s opposition to budget earmarks and the promise that
Robinson would vote against any bill containing such spending provisions.

Jan Habbestad wasn't as happy with Robinson’s response to her question about how to
help small businesses that can’t get loans right now.

“If  were a small business, a loan is the last thing I'd need,” Robinson told her.

*“Hc answers my letters”

DeFazio, on a recent day of campaigning, fielded questions about transportation,
cap-and-trade policies for greenhouse gas emissions (which he opposes), and the vexing

prescription drug “donut hole” that leaves some Medicare recipients with a big bill.

Diane Ballou, a Eugene nurse, caught up with DeFazio at a fundraising breakfast for
Commitied Partners for Youth and described how she has continued to work because her

~ retired husband needs the additional health care coverage her job provides. They re the

ones with the “‘donut hole™ problem.
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“We love Peter DeFazio,” Ballou said. “He answers my letters every time | have a
concern.”

Later, at a street fair at the University of Oregon, DeFazio walked among the food booths
strung along 13th Avenue and invited students to register to vote.

Few paid much attention, but one student, Joe McGinley, a junior studying public policy,
took the opportunity to register and to quiz DeFazio.

“Are you doing anything to help support high-speed rail in the Northwest?" Mchlcy
asked.

DeFazio gave him the short answer: Of $500 billion in proposed transpoftation spending,
$50 biltion would go to high-speed rail, but the Northwest would have to compete with
other regions for the money, he said.

Is there a timeline, Mc-Ginley wanted to know.

A decade, DeFazio answered, to get a train that could travel from Eugene to Seattle in
three hours. If the political/revenue stars align.

Getting the transportation bill passed is one of DeFazio’s top agenda items should voters
send him back to Washington.

Equally important is stabilizing the funding for Oregon counties that are.dépendent on -
timber revenue from public forests. DeFazio:said he’s working.on a plan that gives the
‘tourities more funding optiens.and that marries recent forest management proposals from.
natiral resource experts that-woiild allow thmmng of small-diameter trees. and even some.
larger trées on-some: federal land, while: protecting. oldér stands currently in reserve under
the Northwest Forest Plan.

Oregon’s forests are also at the top of Robinson’s agenda. He believes the government
has inappropriately locked up the nation’s publicly owned natural resources, its trees and
minerals and water.

“Public lands have become government lands,” he said. He wants to see logging and
mining increased on federal lands.

EXHIBIT
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE STATE OF OREGON
COUNTY OF JOSEPHINE

ART ROBINSON,
Plaintiff,
V.

PETER DEFAZIO,
JOHN DOES, 1, 2, and 3,

Defendants.

Case No. 12CV1144

SECOND DECLARATION OF
LINDA K. WILLIAMS

IN SUPPORT OF STATEMENT
OF ATTORNEY FEES AND
COSTS

I, LINDA K. WILLIAMS, make the following statements in support of

Defendant’s Statement of Attorney Fees, Costs and Disbursements; Defendant’s

Motion for Leave to Reply to Plaintiff s Opposition to Request for Awards of Stated

Costs, Disbursements, and Attorney Fees and Proffered Reply Memorandum; and

Defendant s Supplemental Statement of Attorney Fees filed this date.

REQUEST FOR SUPPLEMENTAL ATTORNEY FEES.

1. 1 had initially not sought compensation for the materials in preparation for the

request for award of fees in this case, in an effort to avoid "fees on fees." In

this Supplemental Statement of Attorney fees I do not seek compensation for

the time invested in preparing the Reply to the extent it involved routine legal

research on well-known fee factors, the meaning and application of ORS

31.150, et seq., or responding to legal argument by Plaintiff.

Page1l SECOND DECLARATION OF LINDA K. WILLIAMS IN
SUPPORT OF STATEMENT OF ATTORNEY FEES
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I do seek compensation for the time invested in refuting scandalous argument
about attorney misconduct. Plaintiff in his Memorandum in Oppaosition to
Defendant’'s Memorandum in Support of Award of Attorney Fees and Costs
(hereinafter "Opposition") accused Defense Counsel and Defendant of lying to
the Court about the nature of the Retainer and the relationships among Defense
Counsel and Defendant.

I also seek compensation for responding to nonsensical argument in the
Opposition about a cabal involving the attorneys and the Independent Party of
Oregon, a minor political party. The Oppositioﬁ’s description of the party
nominating process in 2012 is garbled and inaccurate. Unsupported and
irrelevant argument that impugns the integrity of all those involved could not

go uncorrected.

ATTACHMENTS TO THIS DECI;ARATION

4.

The following are true:copies of materials from my files I generated; or which

I have peisonally. maintained in my files from other cases; or which I obtained

from sources as indicated:

A. My personally maintaiied supplemental time records .. ... Exhibit AA
B. True copy of email press release sent to me by

Art Robinson for Congreéss time-stamped
"10/22/2012 10:17 AM" ........ ... .. Viereeae e Exhibit BB

C. True copy of the unsigned Complaint in this cause,
printed from the link provided to me at p. 4
of the préssrelease at Ex. BB ...................... Exhibit CC

D. True Copy of the Retainer Agreement in this cause _
countersigned by Defendant . ..................... .. Exhibit DD

Page 2 SECOND DECLARATION OF LINDA K. WILLIAMS IN

SUPPORT OF STATEMENT OF ATTORNEY FEES
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True Copy of email cc’d to me at "10/22/2012 4:29 PM" _
to-which the scanned copy of Ex. DD was attached ... .... Exhibit EE

True copy of Declaration. of Julie Anne Smith '

(August 20, 2012), filed in Beaverton Grace Bible Church v.

Julie Anne szth et al., Washmgton C'ty-Cir. Ct

Case No. C121174CV . . . ...ttt ittt ettt iie e e e Exhibit FF

True Copy of print out from "OpenSecrets.org" a project

of the nonprofit Center for Responsive-Politics, available: at

http :/lIwww.opensecrets.org/pfds/overview. php?type—W&yearZOllll&ﬁltgé
.................................... .. .. Exhibit

Article from the Coos BAY WORLD, January 20, 2010 .. .. Exhibit HH

Peter DeFazio statement in 2012 Oregon Voters Pamphlet,

available at

http://oregonvotes. org/pages/hlstory/archlve/mayl 52012/guide/eng/votersg
uide.htinl#Peter%20A%20DeFazio .................... Exhibit II

Emaijl thread starting with message by me time-stamped
"6/16/2012 8:31 PM" and concluding with message .
from me at "6/26/2012 10:52 AM" .. ... . it Exhibit JJ

THE NATURE OF THE REPRESENTATION IN THIS CASE

5. I have Redacted Exhibit EE to protect work product. I include this email only

to forestall any accusations of "deceit," "perjury,” and "lying" so casually and

repeatedly made by Plaintiff in his Declarations and by opposing counsel in

the Opposition.

6. In q 16 of my Declaration. of Linda K. Williams in Support of Statement of

Attorney Fees and Costs in this case, 1 stated:

Page 3

My attorney fee agreement with this client is entirely contingent upon
success and limited to those fees awarded by the Court. I have not been
compensated for any of the hours shown on my time records, or any tirme
expended herein, nor any of the expenses 1 have verified and which I
seek as costs.

SECOND DECLARATION OF LINDA K. WILLIAMS IN
SUPPORT OF STATEMENT OF ATTORNEY FEES
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Declaration of Peter DeFazio in Support of Attorney Fee Request § 6 stated:
All three attomeys agreed to represent me on double contingency:
the contingency of success and accépting the amounts awarded by
the court, if the defense was suceessful.
Plaintiff has accused me and Defendant of lying about the nature of the fee
retainer in this case. This is false and offensive. The Retainer (Ex. EE)
follows the template I have used in a number of cases where I have defended
persons under Oregon’s anti-SLAPP statute. The only changes I make to the

template are to reflect the parties and particular Jawsuit at issue. See Ex. FF, §

7.

ORS 20.075(2)(D) FACTOR.

8.

The fée factor set out at ORS 20.075(2(d) includes the amount at issue and the
results obtained. The result in this case relieved Defendant from potential
devastating financial liability, as well as from on-going litigation costs.

Exhibits GG-II show that the amount sought ($1 millioro€ economic damages
on each of two claims plus noneconomic damages to be determined) would
have 'wiped most if not all of Defendant’s net worth, itself diminished by
$350,000 by the Oregon scholarships he has funded by foregoing pay raises for

members of Congress over the years as set out in Exhibits HH ahd I

FORMATION AND GOVERNANCE OF THE INDEPENDENT PARTY OF
OREGON. S '

9.

The Independent Party of Oregon ("IPO") is the third largest political party in

the State of Oregon, with approximately 96,000 current registrants. It was duly

Page4 SECOND DECLARATION OF LINDA K. WILLIAMS IN
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certified in January 2007, after submittal of over 26,000 signatures gathered in
2006.

A petition to form a minor political party does nbt have. incorpofatérs or
"founders." ln‘s_tead, the petition needs a "sponsor.” I was the only sponsor of
the petition to create IPO. .

The focus of IPO is to (1) offer more choices than the current 2-party system
allows, particularly in state legislative races where many seats have only one
candidate in the general election, and (2) continue to urge state-level campaign
finance reform measures.

Under the bylaws, the IPO candidate nomination process is delegated to the
entity called the [PO Caucus, which.is comprised of five or more persons
elected by the IPO membership. In the 2012 election cycle, the persons who
comprised this IPO Caucus were: Joan Horton, Sal Peralta, Travis Diskin,
Daniel Meek, and myself. |

To encourage more competition in elections for partisan office, the party has,
since ‘its inception, allowed in its byléws for non-members to co‘rﬁpete for IPO
nominations, through a showing of good cause.

I drafted the initial Bylaws. Under those bylaws and in every amendment
since 2007, there has been a provision for potential waivers of membership
requirement for candidates:

V.C(2) Qualifications of Nominee to be a candidate of the
IPO for elective office.

To be qualified as a candidate, a nominee for an elective office
must have been a member in good standing of the IPO for at
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least six months at the time of the-nominating caucéus or
convention, unless the IPO Caucus, by unanimous vote, waives
this requirement for good cause, and ‘may be asked to, respond
to questions on specific issues and positions relevant to the
office sought.

15. During July 2010, the IPO held the first in the nation secure online binding
party nominating election. The software and security for the election were
provided by a third-party vendor, EveryOne Counts, for the discounted contract
term of $10,000. At the time, there were about 55,000 IPO members eligible
to vote. Mailing of password for secure login to the election site and other
statutory notices cost about an additional $6,000.

16. EveryOne counts did not offer a similar discount for the 2012 election cycle.
A volunteer created voting software, investing hundreds of hours. There were
many design problems to solve, as for_ example, to produce a ballot.
particularized to the geopolitical district in which each voter resides (so that a
voter does not get a ballot with all 45 races for seats in the Oregon
Legislature.

17._ For a number of reasons, including (1) no IPO member was seeking any
federal office, (2) limited volunteer resources to conduct the election, and (3)
.the desire to concentrate on state races which have more relevance to state
campaign finance reform, the IPO Caucus decided to not run primary elections
for any federal office. in the 2012 cycle and thus did n.ot waive the membership

requirement for any potential candidate for Congress or President of the United

States.

Page 6 SECOND DECLARATION OF LINDA K. WILLIAMS IN
SUPPORT OF STATEMENT OF ATTORNEY FEES




D P o PRI

—

12

(=] O (o] ~ [0, (V] E -8 W (o8]

Attachment 3
Response of DeFazio for Congress
FEC MUR 6846

18. Consistent with that decision, the IPO terminated its Federal State Party
Committee Political Committee with the Federal Election Commission.

[9. The potential candidates for 2012 nomination to federal offices were each
notified of this decision by an email notice from me on June 16, 2012. On
June 17, Mr. Noah Robinson (son of Plaintiff) demanded a "more detailed"
explanation from another IPO officer (Sal Peralta) and asserted that the
decision to not "waive" the membership requirement for Art Robinson to
compete for the 4th Congressional district was a "new procedure.” On June
25, Sal Peralta responded that no IPO member had sought any federal office,
and the [PO Caucus was not conducting any federal nomination election.
There was a further exchange of emails with Noah Robinson. On June 26, |
also responded to Noah Robinson. | have attached a copy of the email [ sent as
part of the email thread responding to Mr. Noah Robinson as Exhibit JJ.

1 hereby declare that the above statement is true to the best of my
knowledge and belief and that I understand that it is made for use as evidence

in court and is subject to penalty for perjury.

Williams

Dated: July 9, 2013

Signed in Portland, Oregon

Page 7 SECOND DECLARATION OF LINDA K. WILLIAMS IN
SUPPORT OF STATEMENT OF ATTORNEY FEES
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE STATE OF OREGON
COUNTY OF WASHINGTON

Case No. C121174CV

organization, and CHARLES O'NEAL,| DECLARATION OF
an individual, ] . JULIE ANNE SMITH

JULIE ANNE SMITH, HANNAH
SMITH, KATHY STEPHENS, JASON
STEPHENS, and MEAGHAN
VARELA, individuals,

IN SUPPORT OF AWARD OF
Plaintiffs, ATTORNEY'S FEES

v‘

Defendants.

I, Julie Anne Smith, do declare:.

1.

I am the same Julie Anne Smith who is one of the defendants in the
above-captioned case and have previously filed a declaration herein.

Our family has one wage-eamer outside the home, my husband. We have six
children living at home, one who is an adult college student. We currently live in
the Tri-Cities of Washington.

I have never previously been involved in any legal proceedings. When served
with the subpoena in this suit, I asked friends, searched the internet, and tried to
find attorney representation in Oregon.

I recall talking to about 5 or so Oregon law offices over the phone. Attorneys I
contacted wanted retainers from $5000 to $10,000, others either were not
prepared to undertake the representation or would do so only a for-fee basis and
charge for the time spent evaluatmg the case regardless of whether they agreed to
undertake my- reptesentauon

Coming up with a retainer and monthly payments for representation would have
been a great hardship for my family.

Oue attorney who looked at the complaint encouraged me to find an attorney
familiar with anti-SLAPP law in Oregon and internet research showed news

" accounts for Linda Williams and a "Twitter” defamation case,
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7.  Attorney’ ‘Linda Williams reviewed the complajritand my- online.entries and
agreed‘to répresent me, -and my. daughiter, Hannah Sniith, on.a continigent fee
basis, that any award of fees would be. coutingent upon success, and further, she
agreed to accept the. reasonable fees awarded by the court agamst thé opposing
party. ag-full compensation without seekmg farther compensation from my family.

I hereby declare that the above statement is true to the best of my knowledge and
belief, and that I understand that it is made for use as evidence in court and is

subject to penalty for perjury.

Dated: August §:, 2012

Signed in Benton County, Washington
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I hereby certify that I served a true copy of thé foregoing:
b{ DECLARATION OF JULIE ANNE SMITH (dated, August 5,2012)

by depositing a true copy, .ﬁrst class postage prepaid, of each. document in a sealed
enivelope in the US Mail at Portland, Oregon, this date addressed to

Jason Alexander

Sussman Shank, LLP

1000 SW Broadway Ste 1400
Portland, OR 97205 -

Erik S. Syverson

Miller Barondess, LLP

1999 Avenue of the Stars, Ste 1000
Los Angeles, CA 90067

Herbert G. Grey

Attorney

4800 SW Griffith Drive, Ste 320
Beaverton, OR 97005-8716

Dated: August 20, 2012
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Subject: Re: Results of IPO Caucus Deliberations on Waiver of IPO Membership Requirement
for 2012 Primary Candidates
From: Linda Williams <linda@lindawilliams.net>
Date: 6/26/2012 10:52 AM
To: Salvador Peralta <oregon.properties@yahoo.com>
CC: Noah Robinson , Independent Partyof Oregon
<info@indparty.com>

Good morning, Noah. The Bylaws of the Independent Party of Oregon have included
candidate requirements since first adopted and filed with the Secretary of State, Elections
Division, in 2007. Consistent with the Party's policy allowing cross-nominations, the Bylaws
have always allowed members to compete and also allowed waiver of the party
membership requirément for "good cause." | can say this with certainty as | was primarily
responsible for drafting the Bylaws.

In this cycle the elected 5-person Caucus considered all applications to compete for partisan
offices by non-registrants. The criteria included, inter alia, (1) the candidate's completing
and actually answering the quesionnaire, (2) past support for party principles (potentially
illustrated in a variety of ways) and (3) a variety of other factors. The Caucus made each
decision upon majority vote, so there is not single "explanation” for any Caucus decision as it
was the result aggregate result of a vote. We will not discuss Caucus deliberations or
disclose the names of potential candidates who were not qualified.

The Republican and Democratic primaries do not allow any waiver of party registration. A
person must have been a registered major party member for 180 days prior to conclusion of
the filing period. We have endeavored to be more inclusive than that rigid standard.

Linda K. Williams, Attorney

10266 S.W. Lancaster Rd 320 S.W. Stark Street
Portland, OR 97219 Portland, OR 97204
lin 1 willi .net _
503-293-0399  866-795-9415 (toll-free) fax

Salvador Peralta wrote:
Noah,

We have always had a membership requirement for candidates that could be: wialved for cause: In this
cycle we did not offer this walver to any candidate for federal office. I am confused as to why-youare
asking for an explanation, My understanding is that your campaign has already received an-emall from
the nominating caucus telling you that your application was not approved and that explained the basis

7/2/2013 8:43 AM
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of the caucus' decision.

Best regards,

| Sal Peralta

From: Noah Robinson

To: Salvador Peralta <oregon.grogerties@¢aﬁoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 26, 2012 8:55 AM

| Subject: Re: Results of IPO Caucus Deliberations on Waiver of IPO Membership

Requirement for 2012 Primary Candidates

Hi Sal,

I am wondering what the reason for excluding our race was. Yo_u; new_p_rocedure_, regardless of
calling it "waiving membership requirements" is obviously designed to allow you to decide who
will run unless they are a party member (which only a few of the candidates are). .

There must be some reason why your leadership excluded us. Your members seemed happy
with us last time.

An explanation would be very much appreciated.
Excluding all federal races is going to look suspicious to a lot of people, because the CD4 race
is the one that is most strongly contested. Since we won last year, it certainly looks like an effort

to keep us off the ballot {excluding DeFazio too doesn't change this).

Any information you:can provide to-clarify this would help.

1 Noah

On 6/25/2012 10:12 PM, Salvador Peralta wrote:

What is there to discuss? No IPO member sought federal office, and the caucus did not waive
" membership requirements In any federal races this year.

| From: Noah Rabinson.
To: Linda Wiliams <dan@meek.net> )
| Cc: Salvador Peralta <oregon.properties@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, June 25, 2012 8:55 PM
Subject: Re: Results of IPO Caucus Deliberations on Waiver of IPO Membership
Requirement for 2012 Primary Candidates
Hi,
I am forwarding this e-mail to you for a.third time.

We ‘would appreciate a response. I do not think it speaks well of your party leadership

7/2/2013 8:43 AM

FEC MUR 6846 | -
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| were looking forward to again competing for the nomination and are disappointed that you
_have chosen to block it.

Response of DeFazio for Congress

that you are unwilling to answer our e-mails after preventing us from compe]?iggc fM }H)lt}r 6846

nomination.

In 2010, Art Robinson was selected by your party members for your nomination, We

If you think Art Robinson is unacceptable as a candidate. for your party mémbers, why
are you obviously so worried about giving them a chance to decide?

Noah

On 6/20/2012 4:59 PM, Noah Robinson wrote:
Hi,
A copy of my earlier e-mail is enclosed below.
We would appreciate a response.
As things stand, we have been barred from participation in your primary without

explanation, but clearly for reasons unrelated to the goals of your individual party
members.

Noah
On 6/17/2012 8:37 AM, Noah Robinson wrote:
1 Hi,

" Could you explain how you came to this decision in our case (Art Robinson for |
4th Congressional District)?

Obviously your decision to exclude us is not based on the views of your
" individual party members, but rather that of the leadership. In 2010 we were
accepted without any problems and my Dad (Art Robinson) went on to beat
. DeFazio in the primary election by a wide margin.

Preventing us from running in 2012, is obviously a decision to prevent us from
being selected by your members again.

We were looking forward to again having tlie opportunity of participating in
your primary process. I expect we would have again won your nomination if we
were on your ballot.

I would very much appreciate a more detailed explanation.

Best Regards,

7/2/2013 8:43 AM
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| On 6/16/2012 8:31 PM, Linda Williams wrote:

Thank you for your interest in participating as a candidate for nomination in |

the Independent Party of Oregon (IPO) 2012 Primary Election. Regarding
your application, the majority of the IPO Caucus did not waive the
requirement in IPO Bylaws § V.C.(2) that a candidate for partisan office be
- a member of the Independent Party.

i
i We will return to you the original uncashed check your campaign provided

to us as a filing fee.

The decisions by IPO Caucus on waiving the IPO Bylaws § V.C.(2)
requirement were based on a number of factors that included:

e whether answers to the Candidate Questionnaire showed

1 fundamental disagreement with the IPO's platform, as affirmed by

i surveys of [IPO members;

e each applicant's past support, or lack of support, of IPO and the
issues it has pursued in the Oregon Legislature and elsewhere;

e whether approving the application would create a competitive race
(favored) in the IPO Primary for the office sought.

The IPO Caucus approved the applications of every IPO member who
completed the application process.

| More information about the IPO 2012 Primary Election is available at the
1 IPO website. :

i Sincerely,

+ Linda Williams
Co-Chair, Independent Party of Oregon
503-293-0399

. 866-795-9415 fax

7/2/2013 8:43 AM




